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THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 


SOCIETY, LIMITED, 


FULLY SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - -  £2,000,000 
PAID-UPANDONCALL - - = = £200,000 
RESERVE FUND - - - - = = £180,000 


Fipetity GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
Bonps, MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 


HEAD OFFICE : 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-etreet, E.C, 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
X LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
Suitable cla , set 4 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Mortgages Guaranteed on Licenssd Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 














LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 








SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 
FUNDS - - - - - £ 3,900,000 


INCOME - - - - = £467,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS (1901) - £ 1,663,159 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £13,900,000 





HE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorits. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





| Age | Premium 
20 | £17 8°, 


Age | Premium | Age | Premium 
80 | #1 16%,| 40 | 2 10+, 











£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





Duration | ‘10 yrs. | 20 yrs. 30 yrs. | 40 yn, 
“Amount of Policy | £1,199 | 81,488 | 41,794 | $3,067 | 
Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Mr. Joun Forzss, K.C., has been ap 


Topics. 


pointed a Commissioner 


'| of Assize on the Oxford Circuit, to take the place of Mr. Justice 





the society, will preside. 


THE BANQUET which, as we have previously announced, is to 
be given by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society to the 
solicitors and articled clerks who served in the late campaign 
in South Africa is now fixed to take place on Thursday, the 
18th of December. Sir Auszrt Rotaur, M.P., the president of 








in spite of all the en 


Te rmingss of Sir Francis Jzuns, which will keep him 
from the bench during the remainder of the present sittings, has 
dislocated the work of the Probate Division. Mr. Justice 
Purttmore is to supply the place of the President as 

the trial of Admiralty cases, his views on the subject of divorcee, 
no doubt, preventing him from taki i 
| of the work of the division. It is to . 
of Mr. Justice Bannss, delay will arise 
in the hearing of matrimonial cases. 
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THE REMARKS made by the Lord Chancellor, in 
of a contributor to a daily newspaper, on the action 
with reference to land transfer, have not been allowed to —— 
without a protest by the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society. We reprint elsewhere the excellent letter 
Gray Hiut, the vice-president (in the absence of the president) 

Tones It will be seen that the Council 


emphatically deny that is ground for the imputati 

of — mations in the attitude which they, and colicitors 
erally, have adopted with reference to the system of 
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that, so far from the system being contrary to the pecuniary 
interest of solicitors, its operation has in the majority of cases 
tended, not to diminish, but to increase, their remuneration. 
This is a fact which cannot be denied, and which knocks away 
apy foundation from the Lord Chancellor’s charge. The system, 
as Mr. Gray Hitt says, instead of facilitating, impedes trans- 
actions in land, and instead of lessening expense, adds to it. 
We need only draw attention to the letter from Mr. Srrovp, 
which we print elsewhere, for an illustration of this result. 





STRANGE TO SAY, aimvst coincidently with the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s recent diatribe against solicitots, no fewer than 
three members of the profession have been selected as the 
recipients of Royal honours. The new knights include Mr. 
Joun Hortams, Mr. Wit11am Jonn Crump, and Mr. Epwin 
Hvueuzs, all solicitors in active practice. The distinction conferred 
on the two last-named gentlemen may be due to their services in 
other capacities than their profession: Mr. Crump has been for 
two years Mayor of Islington, and Colonel Hucuzs was Member 
of Parliament for Woolwich for many years and has taken an 
important part in the volunteer movement. But no one can say 
that Mr. Hotiams’ knighthood has been gained by anything but 
professional distinction and service on commissions relative to 
professional matters, and the fact—as Mr. Bupp well put it on 
the occasion of the presentation of Mr. Hoxiams’ portrait to the 
Incorporated Law Society—that in the City of London and in 
commercial circles his name is a household word, and that he is 
as much respected by the bench and the bar as by his brother 
solicitors. r. Hottams’ career is a practical refutation of the 
gloomy view which is sometimes taken of the prospects of a 
young man entering the solicitors’ profession. He was the son 
of a country clergyman of Jimited income, and came to London 
between fifty and sixty years ago without knowing a single 
person in the City of London, and without any advantage 
beyond that possessed by anyone entering the profession. He 
has risen, by sheer force of character and intellect and hard 
work, to the unique position he now occupies. 





THERE Is a wholesome maxim, de minimis non curat lex, and 
yet it is necessary for the law sometimes to take notice of the 
items, often infinitesimal, which, under the existing mode of 
making out charges for litigious work, have to be included in a 
bill of costs. The observation is suggested by the recent case 
of MacGuare v. Milligan (reported elsewhere) in which Swinrzen 
Eupr, J., has had to consider the proper charges to be allowed 
in making applications by notice under a summons for directions. 
Previously to the introduction of the compulsory summons for 
directions, a summons for general directions was little used, and 
on each occasion of applying to the court a fresh summons was 
issued, and the charges were those aathorized by Appendix N 
to the R. 8S. C.—namely, preparing and attending to issue, 3s. ; 
copy for chambers, 2s.; copy and service on the other side, 
3s. 6d. ; altogether 8s. 6d. Then came the compulsory summons, 
which allowed of orders under it being made from time to time 
on notice to the other side, and such notices, of course, not being 
provided for by the table of costs, the taxing-masters had to 
consider what items were applicable. They thought they found 
an answer in the 1s. 6d. aliowed “‘for preparing any necessary 
or proper notice not otherwise provided for, and the costs then 
worked out as followe—preparing and attending to issue, 1s. 6d. ; 
copy for chambers, 1s.; copy and service on the other side, 
2s. 6d.; a total of 5s. It has been contended, however, that 
these charges are not applicable, and that the taxing-masters 
ought to allow on each notice the same charges as 
were formerly allowed on each summons, and in the 
above case the point had been referred to the court. Mr. 
Justice Swinvren Eapy has decided in favour of the 
view taken by the taxing-masters, and it is no doubt rather 
difficult to say that he has mistaken the effect of Appendix N. 
A notice under the summons for directions is not an independent 
summons, while it is apparently a notice not otherwise provided 
for. In all ordinary cases, therefore, the sum of five shillings 
only will be allowed in connection with issuing and serving a 


In THE casE of 2. v. Pitiwood, recently tried at the Taunton 
Assizes, an unsuccessful attempt was made to establish the 
proposition that wrongfuily omitting to discharge a duty is less 
reprehensible than a wrongful act.’ The prisoner was charged 
with the manslaughter of Tuomas Wuirz. It appeared that he 
occupied a hut as gatekeeper on the Somerset and Dorset 
Railway near Glastonbury, and that on the afternoon of the 
18th of July Waurre was in a hay cart crossing the line when a 
train came up and struck the cart, whereby he was killed. The 
prisoner gave evidence at a coroner’s inquest which had been 
held, and from his statement it appeared that he had put the 
gate open about ten minutes before the accident to let a cart pass, 
and had propped it open ; had forgotten to shut it again, and had 
gone away to take his lunch. The jury having found a verdict 
of guilty, Wricut, J., adjourned the case for argument of points 
of law on bebalf of the prisoner. For the prisoner it was contended 
that there was no duty on his part towards the person injured, 
and that the prisoner only contracted with his employers, the 
railway company. The learned judge overruled these objections 
and refused to state a case for the opinion of the Court of 
Crown Cases Reserved. It is difficult to construct any argument 
in favour of the prisoner. It was his duty to keep the gate 
closed, except when he was satisfied that no train or engine 
was due or in sight. He left the gate open when a train was 
due, and thereby invited passengers to pass across the line. 
There was no evidence of negligence on the part of the 
unfortunate man who was killed, and his death was directly due 
to the culpable default of the prisoner. The case differs only 
in degree from cases where accidents have occurred to trains 
owing to the negligence of signalmen and other employees of 
the railway company, and in several of these cases there 
have been convictions for manslaughter. 





THE wRITER of the series of articles which is appearing in 
the Cornhill Magazine on “ Prospects in the Professions” deals 
in the current number with the mode of becoming a solicitor and 
with a man’s chances when he has become one. He writes for 
an assumed parent who is quite ignorant of the subject, and 
naturally a good deal of the article is taken up with familiar 
information. Some pertinent observations, however, are made 
on the advantages of a university career before entering a 
solicitor’s office. The writer emphatically declares that it has 
no such advantages as justify any great pecuuiary sacrifice on 
the father’s part, and he is certainly right. A university 
education, and still more university life, are, or may be, 
excellent things, but they are by no means essential. 
Education and experience can both be got—in many cases 
very -efficiently got—in other ways, and, as the writer points 
out, the articled clerk who goes straight to the solicitor’s office 
has the advantage in point of time over his university rival even 
when the latter’s reduction of the time of articles to three years 
has been taken into account. The great question, of course, 
which a parent has to consider is the finding of a suitable office 
in which his son can be received. Much depends on the kind of 
practice which is desired, and still more on the willingness of 
the selected solicitor to take the aspirant. A parent who has 
no special connection or influence among solicitors will find this 
initial step by no means an easy one. Then there is the 
question of the son’s natural ability for the calling of a solicitor, 
and on this the writer of the article speaks with excellent sense. 
Special ability for the work of a lawyer can hardly be known 
from the indications of boyhood, but there are certain qualities 
which are essential for success, and if these are lacking, choice of 
some less arduous career should be made. ‘I can only,’ says 
the writer, “ put it negatively, and say that unless a father 
believes his son to be physically and mentally capable of hard, 
exacting, and often—in its early stages at all events—by no 
means attractive work, he had better abandon the idea of 
making a solicitor of him.” Lastly, what is the chance of 
ultimate success, and has money any influence in securing it? 
In the view of the writer money has little influence in procuring 
an opening for practice, and the young solicitor must succeed by 
his hard work and capacity for dealing with clients. He speaks 
pathetically of a young solicitor, who after vainly looking for a 





notice under the summons for directions. 


suitable practice for his money, gave up the quest and drowned 
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his sorrows in the mineral water trade. The profession—such 
is the conclusion—is like all others, overcrowded, but it is less 
hazardous than the bar, and it offers “‘ the prospect of moderate 
chances of success in life, as that is commonly understood, for 
those who patiently and diligently seek them.” 


Tue case of Stuart v. Freeman, decided by the Court of 
Appeal on the 3rd of November, is a new stage in the con- 
struction of policies-of life insurance. It was an action to 
recover £2,500 upon a policy of insurance granted by the 
General Life Assurance Oo., of which company the defendant 
was manager, upon the life of the Honourable Franocrs Cuaries 
LawtEy. By this policy, which was dated the 18th of Novem- 
ber, 1899, the company, in consideration of the assured having 
paid them £105 on account of the premium for one year termin- 
ating on the 17th of November, 1900, agreed that in case the 
assured should die before or upon that day, or should survive 
that day, and there should be paid to the company before, 
upon, or within thirty days after the day above mentioned, 
and in every succeeding year during which the assured should 
be living, the premium therein mentioned, agreed to pay the 
amount insured. The annaal premium was £404 11s. 8d., the 
quarterly payments being due in November, February, May, and 
August. The policy contained various conditions, by one of which 
“this policy shall be null and void and of no effect if at the time 
of the death of the person on whose life this policy is granted any 
of the premiums . Shall be more than thirty days 
in arrears.”” It appeared that on the 17th of September, 1901, 
the quarter’s premium due on the 18th of August had been in 
arrear thirty days. On the 18th of September the plaintiff, 
who was assignee of the policy, paid, and received a receipt for, 
the premium then overdue. At the time of the payment Mr. 
Law zy had died, though the fact of his death was unknown 
to both the plaintiff and the company. The company refused 
to pay the amount insured, on the ground that at the time 
of the death the policy had become void by reason of the 
—— being in arrear, and that the policy could not 

e revived after the death of the person insured. Upon 
these facts two questions arose. The first was one of fact— 
namely, whether the money had been received after it was due 
by arrangement with the agent of the company, so that it must 
be taken as if it had been paid within the thirty days of grace? 
This first question was held by the court to be concluded in 
favour of the plaintiff by the verdict of the jury. 





THE sECOND, and more important, question was whether, 
assuming the payment to have been made within the days of 
grace, it was a good payment so as to avoid the forfeiture? 
With regard to this question the company relied upon 
Pritchard v. Merchants and Tradesmen’s Mutual Life Insur- 
ance Society (3 O. B. N. 8. 622). In that case one of the 
conditions provided that the policy was to be void if the yearly 
premiums were not paid within thirty days after they became 
due, but the policy might be revived within three calendar 
months on satisfactory proof of the health of the insured. 
After the expiration of thirty days from the day which was 
the anniversary of the policy, the annual premium was paid to, 
and accepted by, the insurance company. At the time this 
payment was made the insured was dead, though neither of the 
parties was aware of the fact. It was held that there was no 
waiver by the company of the forfeiture, and Wiss, J., 
expressed his opinion that, as the contract was to pay the sum 
insured on the future death of the insured, the company would 
not have been bound to accept the premium, even if it had been 
offered within the thirty days, if the insured were then 
dead. The Court of Appeal held that this opinion was 
not applicable to the case in hand, for it was given 
in a case dealing with an annual premium payable for an 
annual insurance which bad run out, and had reference to an 
annual premium payable for an annual insurance, In Stuart v. 
Freeman, the case before the Court of Appeal, there was an 
annual premium payable by quarterly instalments, and the 
question arose in respect of an instalment which had accrued 


another year’s insurance. The policy was an existing policy for a 
year, and the premium, though payable q ly, was an annual 
premium. It followed that the policy had not run out, and the 
payment within the days of grace operated to prevent a for- 
feiture of the policy. The Court of Appeal, in holding that the 
policy was an annual insurance for a year and from year to 
year, time being given to pay the annual premium by quarterly 
instalments, and that it was not an insurance from quarter to 
quarter, have certainly put a liberal construction upon the words 
of the instrument. We believe, however, that it is the custom 
for insurance companies, in cases where the insured has died 
during the days of grace without having paid the premium, to 
accept payment from his representatives and to treat the policy 
as being in full force. And we are inclined to think that this 
course would often be adopted even in a case governed by 
Pritchard v. Merchants, §c., Life Assurance Co. 





Two REGISTRATION appeals have been heard recently by a 
Divisional Court of the King’s Bench Division, one of which is 
only of passing interest, but the other raises a question of some 
importance. In the first case, Marsh v. Bantoft (reported else- 
where), the question was raised whether soldiers who were serving 
in South Africa when peace was declared last June, are entitled 
to be on the register recently made up. By the Electoral 
Disabilities (Military Service) Removal Act, 1900, it was pro- 
vided that no person should be disqualified for being registered, 
where residence is required, by reason only that during the 
whole or any part of the qualifying period he had been absent 
on actual military service. And it was further provided 
that the Act ‘should apply only to absence during 
the continuance of the present war in South Africa.” The 
claim was to be registered as an occupier in Division I. 
of the Occupiers’ List. Now, the qualifying period ends 
on the 15th of July, and peace was declared in June. It 
was argued that the Act did not cover the few weeks from 
the declaration of peace to the 15th of July; and that, 
therefore, the claimant, who was actually serving when 
peace was declared, was not during those weeks absent 
during the continuance of the war. The revising barrister 
accepted this argument and disallowed the claim; but, for- 
tunately in the interests of common sense, his decision has been 
reversed by the High Court. If a statute is to be construed 
according to the letter, without any reference to its manifest 
object and intention, the barrister was perhaps right ; but it is 
a well-established rule that the intention of an Act must not be 
defeated by a too literal following of the mere words. The 
intention of this Act is clear; and if men who wereabroad when 
peace was made, and who had not reasonable time to get back 
before the end of the qualifying period, are to be disfranchised, 
it is equally clear that the object and intention of the Act 
would be defeated. There is, however, another ground on 
which it might be held that the decision of the barrister 
was wrong. The Electoral Disabilities Removal Act, 1891, 
provides that no person shall be disqualified for the occupa- 
tion franchise by absence for a period not exceeding four 
months at one time, where that absence is caused by the 
performance of any duty incidental to any office, service, or 
employment. Here then, it is submitted, the later Act covers 





the time to the day of the declaration of peace, and the earlier 
Act covers the few weeks from that day till the 15th of July. 
This Act would not protect a man who, having the power to 
return home, chooses to remain away; but it would protect the 
man retained with the colours after the declaration of for 
a period not exceeding four months in either the last or the 
present qualifying period. 





Tue sEconp case, Williams v. Blakeway (reported elsewhere), 
was an appeal by a Wesleyan minister the decision 
of a revising barrister rejecting his claim to a vote in 
respect of the occupation of the manse connected with his 
chapel. It appears that ministers of this persuasion are 
usually moved every three years, and that these changes 
take place in the month of August. Hence, if a minister 
is moved cut of one Parliamentary constituency into another, 





due in the course of the year. It was not a renewal premium for 





he loses his vote for a year; as when the register is first 
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made up in his new place he has not occupied a full 
twelve months to the 15th of July. This is so, at any rate, 
unless he can bring himself under the proviso in section 
46 of the Representation of the People Act, 1832, which 
provides that where any lands which would otherwise “entitle 
the occupier to a vote shall come to any person at any time 
within the twelve months” by descent, succession, marriage, 
marriage settlement, devise, or promotion to any benefice in a 
church, or by promotion to any office,” such person shall be 
entitled to be on the register. It was argued that the appellant 
had been “ promoted to an office” within the meaning of this 
section, but the court affirmed the decision of the barrister 
rejecting this argument. The court has not, however, laid 
down any rule of general application, but hes only dealt 
with this particular case, in which the evidence was somewhat 
scanty. It is submitted that the word “office” in the statute 
means an office of a public character only, under the Crown or 
under some municipal or local government body, or constituted 
under the powers of some Act of Parliament; and that it does 
not include an employment under any private individual 
or body of individuals, or under the terms of a 
charitable trust. If this is not so, then it is almost 
impossible to say that the word ‘“‘office’” is not the same as 
‘‘situation,”’ and that the appointment of a man to the 
situation of a gamekeeper, with a cottage attached, is not pro- 
motion to an office within the meaning of the Act. That is 
taking a wide view, which, if correct, would considerably 
increase the number of those entitled under the service 
franchise. It is, however, a serious injustice that ministers 
should be liable to lose their votes in this way; and the sooner 
this, and other blots on our registration law, are put right by 
Parliament, the better it will be. 





A porxt of some interest was decided by Bucxtey, J., on 
the 8th inst. in the case of Boyce v. Paddington Borough Couneil 
(reported elsewhere). The plaintiff, as owner of a recently 
built block of flats abutting on a disused burial ground 
which was vested in the defendants, sought to restrain the 
defendants from erecting on this ground a hoarding so 
as to interfere with the access of light to his buildings. 
The disused burial ground had become an open space within 
the meaning of the Metropolitan Open Spaces Acts, 1877, 
1881 and 1887, and by virtue of those Acts and of the Disused 
Burial Grounds Act, 1854, no —— —* a ge 
on except for the purpose of enlarging a church, chapel, or 
other plece of worship: see Re Ponsford and the Newport 
District School Board (1894, 1 Ch. 454), The plaintiff had, 
of course, acquired no prescriptive right of access of light (his 
i being new), but he claimed that, by reason of this 
incapacity to which the burial ground was subject, 
his power to acquire the right by prescription could not be 
i with. So far as the form of the action was concerned, 
the learned judge decided that, although the plaintiff was 
asserting the public right to have the ground kept as an open 
space, he was suing in respect of his private right to acquire 
a right to access of light to his adjoining property, and that 
he was claiming iu respect of special damage accruing to him 
as an individual from the alleged breach of the public 

and that, therefore, he was entitled to sue without 
joming the Attorney-General as 4 co-plaintiff. But on the 


Hl 


substantial ion in the case the decision was adverse to the 
plaintiffs die In the first place, if the plaintiff were held 
entitled to be permitted without interference to acquire the 


right of light by prescription, the result would be that the right 
uildings (for the enlargement of a place of 
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ip) as the Acts allow to be er on a disused burial 
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the statutes passed with the intention of preserving the ground 
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purposes of recreation hoarding may be a ing within 





some Acts or documents—see Wood v. Cooper (1894, 3 Ch. 671), 
a case of a lessee’s covenant not to erect buildings—but it is a 
question which depends upon the context in which the word is 
used. In the present case the prohibition against buildings is 
enacted with a view to preserve the land as an open space and 
place of recreation, and it is clear that a hoarding erected for 
the purpose of preventing the acquisition of the right to light is 
not such a building as is contemplated by the Acts in question. 
The action therefore failed. 








Alterations of Procedure in 1902. 


Tue two sets of Rules of the Supreme Court issued during the 
present year, in January and July respectively, have made con- 
siderable alterations in procedure. The rules of January, 
1902, were almost exclusively confined to the establishment of 
the new central taxing department for all divisions of the 
court, which, though it has resulted in some correlative changes 
of departmental practice, cannot be said to have effected any 
alteration of procedure. But included in the rules of January, 
1902, are two short rules which have made one of the important 
alterations of procedure with which we propose to deal, 

It may be said without hesitation that the changes in pro- 
cedure made during the year are distinct improvements, clearly 
thought out, andasclearly embodied in the new rules. All changes 
are confusing at first, but it will soon become clear to prac- 
titioners that procedure bas been much simplified, especially in 
the King’s Bench Division. 

First in importance in the alterations which have been made 
is the amendment of order 30 (summons for directions), The 
scope of this order has been materially reduced by excepting 
from its compulsory operation all actions by specially-indorsed 


writ. The first effect of this alteration is to restore all such actions - 


to the operative effect of order 27 (default of defence). Prior 
to this change, practice as to default of defence was confusing to 
the point of bewilderment. One’s mind hovered between the 
rules as to default of defence and those as to the summons for 
directions in utter uncertainty as to which prevailed, and at 
what point. For order 27 and order 30 flatly contradicted one 
another, and the rules of order 21 as to delivery of defence 
fitted in with neither of them. It is surprising that such a 
state of things should have continued for so long a time without 
some emphatic temonstrance from the profession. 

Happily this confusion has now been removed by the new 
rules, as will be seen from the following short summary of the 
ag in default of defence as established by the R. 8. C. of 

uly, 1902: 

(1) A defendant served with a specially-indorsed writ makes 
default of defence if he fails to deliver a defence within ten days 
from the time limited for appearance. After the expiration of 
that time the plaintiff can, in case of such default, enter final 
judgment without leave, whether the claim is for a liquidated 
demand or for recovery of land, with or without rent and mesne 
profits (ord. 21, r. 6 ; ord, 27, rr. 2, 3, 7, 8). 

(2) A defendant served with a writ not specially indorsed is 
not bound, or, indeed, entitled, to deliver a defence until the 
plaintiff has obtained an order for directions which directs 
either that a statement of claim shall be delivered, or that a 
defence shall, without a previous statement of claim, be 
delivered within a stated time. If a statement of claim is 
ordered, the defendant is bound to deliver his defence within 
the time ordered, or, if no time is specified, within ten days 
from delivery of the statement of claim (ord. 21, r. 8), Failing 
this, the defendant is in default, and if the claim is for damages, 
or for detention of goods with or without damages, or for 
recovery of land, not specially indorsed, with or without mesne 
profits, the plaintiff may, without leave, enter immediate judg- 
ment, And this applies also where the claim is for a 
liquidated demand not specially indorsed. If the claim is for 
some relief beyond those mentioned, the plaintiff may proceed 


on for judgment in default of defence (ord. 27, rr. 4, 5, 
" If the defendant is in default of appearance, and the claim is 
for some relief for which judgment in default of appearance 
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cannot be entered under ord. 13, rr. 3-9, the plaintiff is bound 
by the terms of ord. 13, r. 12, to file a statement of claim in 
default, and after the expiration of ten days may proceed by 
motion for judgment in default of defence (ord. 13, r. 12; ord. 
97,r. 11). And this applies equally where a sole defendant is 
in default, and where there are several defendants, one or more 
of whom have made default of appearance and defence, no 
matter what directions may have been made for the conduct of 
the action against the defendants who have appeared. 

(3) Where a plaintiff suing by specially-indorsed writ applies 
under order 14, and leave to defend is given, the defendant is 
bound, without any further order, direction, or notice, to deliver 
his defence within eight days from the order giving leave to 
defend, otherwise the plaintiff may enter immediate judgment 
without leave, whether the claim be for liquidated demand or 
recovery of land, with or without rent and mesne profits (ord. 21, 
r. 7; ord. 27, rr. 2, 3, 7, 8). 

In giving leave to defend the judge or master has power to 
give all such directions as might be given under order 30. This 
does not, however, necessitate the issue of a summons for 
directions either at the time or subsequently, the practice being 
to give such directions as may be required on a notice for 
directions without previous issue of the summons (ord. 14, r. 8 
(a); and see note to that rule, Ana. Prac., p. 139, ‘‘ Practice 
where directions not given with leave to defend’’). 

While, however, the scope of order 30 (summons for directions) 
has been restricted as above stated, the control which it gives 
the court over the proceedings in actions to which it still applies 
has been materially increased. Ord. 20, r. 1, has been recon- 
structed and much simplified. Where the writ is specially in- 
dorsed no further statement of claim may be delivered. In all 
other actions the plaintiff must obtain leave under 
order 30, or ord. 184, r. 3, before he can deliver a state- 


- ment of claim to a defendant who has appeared ; and the judge 


or master has full discretion to order or refuse a state- 
ment of claim, and to order trial without pleadings or 
otherwise as he may think fit (ord. 20, r. 1 (5); ord. 30, r. 2; 
ord. 184, r. 3). Ifa statement of a claim is ordered, it must be 
delivered within the time specified in the order, or, if no time 
is specified, then within twenty-one days from the date of the 
order (ord. 20, x. 1 (c)). It will be seen that the old time fixture 
of six weeks has been reduced by one-half, and it may be 
admitted that in Chancery actions three weeks is, in the 
majority of cases, far too short for the preparation of a state- 
ment of claim. On the other hand, it may be said that in 
the majority of King’s Bench actions six weeks was far too long, 
and caused unnecessary delay; and that inasmuch as parties 
are free to enlarge the time by consent without order, and fail- 
ing consent the master can do so (ord. 64, rr. 7, 8,) there 
seems no harm in making the shorter time apply to all cases 
where there has been no enlargement by consent or otherwise. 

It will be seen also that the right which remained to a 
plaintiff under the repealed rule (notwithstanding order 30) to 
deliver a statement of claim with the writ, or afterwards before 
appearance, has been withdrawn. 

We are on more debateable ground when we come to the 
change which deprives the plaintiff of the right to fix the place 
of trial by his statement of claim, subject to the power of the 
master to otherwise order. We confess ourselves unable to 
understand why this change was introduced into the rules. We 
have never heard of any demand for it. Abuses there could 
hardly have been, seeing that gee to change the place of 
trial has always rested with the judge or master. And it 
certainly appears only reasonable and just that a person who 
brings an action should have the first right to say where he 
wishes it to be tried. However, for some ocoult reason, the judge 
or master has been charged with the duty of determining in 
every case where the trial shall take place, and we can only 
hope that full weight will be given to the legitimate desire of 
the plaintiff in an action, and that no consideration apart from 
the interests of the parties generally will be allowed to influence 
the exercise of this jurisdiction, The place of trial will be fixed 


by the master either under the summons for directions, or on | Lord 


giving leave to defend under ord. 14, 
A further extension of the 
has been effected by striking out of rule 2 of that order the words 





‘interlocutory ” and “before the trial.” While these words 
remained part of the rule, there was no power under order 80 to 
order judgment to be entered. Under the rule as it stands this 
restriction is removed. It must not, however, be supposed that 
this amendment is intended to confer upon the court any new 
juriediction to order summary judgment. The intention, no 
doubt, is to give power to the judge or master under order 30 
to make a consent order for judgment under the summons for 
directions while the parties are before him, instead of —— 
them to the necessity of issuing a special summons for the 
purpose. 

As regards applications subsequent to judgment, the practice 
remains as it was before—namely, that all such applications 
must be made by separate three-shilling summonses. By a 
curious and somewhat misleading method of dealing with this 
point, ord. 30, r. 2, was amended so as to apply to an action 
both before and after trial and judgment. Bat at the same 
time ord. 30, r. 5, was amended so as to limit the issue of 
notice for directions to applications before judgment. Every 
subsequent application, therefore, must be made by summons as 
heretofore. 

The amendment of ord. 3, r. 6, which was effected by the 
rules of January, 1902, is one which has been long needed. 
Clause (F) of that rule applied only to recovery of land by a 
landlord against a tenant whose tenancy had expired, or been 
duly determined by notice toquit. It was decided by the Court 
of Appeal in Arden v. Boyce (1894, 1 Q. B. 796) that this did 
not include a case of forfeiture for non-payment of reat.. The 
amendment has now extended the special indorsement to recovery 
of land by a landlord against a tenant whose term has become 
liable to forfeiture for non-payment of rent. The importance of 
this alteration gains additional importance from the further 
change to which we have referred above, whereby an action by 
specially-indorsed writ bas been set free from the operation of 
order 30. For not only can an action by specially-endorsed writ 
for recovery of land be prosecuted under order 14, or judgment 
be obtained in default of appearance, but if the defendant 
appears and fails to deliver a defence within ten days from his 
appearance, the plaintiff can enter judgment in default of 
defence. If the plaintiff proceeds under order 14, the tenant has 
the same right to relief after judgment thereunder for recovery 
of land on the ground of forfeiture for non-payment of rent 
as if the judgment had been given after trial (ord. 14, r. 10). 

The amendments introduced into order 45 (attachment of 
debts) have removed a great injustice under which j 
creditors suffered in seeking execution by ishee i 
The garnishee order bound the debt due to the debtor from the 
garnishee only to the extent of the judgment debt. By the 
rules of July, 1902, the words “ together with the costs of the 
garnishee proceedings,” have been added to rules 1, 3, 4, 
and 6 of order 45. In fature, therefore, a judgment creditor 
= be able to recover such costs as part of the garnishee 
order. 

Taken as a whole, these rules shewa marked i t on 
any which have recently been issued. They are distingaui 
not only by an earnest desire to simplify and improve procedure, 
but by manifest care in the method adopted for giving effect to 
that desire. 
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The Use of “ Trade-Mark” upon 
Registered Trade-Marks. 


A vortion of the judgment of the Court of Appeal, delivered 
by Lord Justice Fry in the Apollinaris case (8 R. P. C. 137), 
has long been a stumbling-block to trade-mark owners. In 
that case there was a motion to remove from the Register of 
Trade-Marks a label which had been registered as a trade-mark, 
and which consisted of certain letterpress of a common character, 
printed in common type and without anything distinctive 
about it except that in the centre was a round disc 
which in use was coloured red, and at the bottom of 
the disc, following the circumference, the words *‘ trade-mark ” ; 
this disc, as appears by the report, had been separately 
registered as a trade-mark. The Attorney-General, who 
appeared for the applicants for rectification, contended that 
the words “trade-mark” were so placed on the label as to 
represent that the disc was the trade-mark, and nothing else, 
which was deceptive to the public. Lord Justice Fry decided 
that this mark must come off the register. He said that “ with 

to it several objections were raised by the Attorney- 
General. One was that the mark was calculated to mislead, 
inasmuch as the whole label is registered as a trade-mark, and 
yet contains the assertion that the red disc, which is the 
most conspicuous part of the whole label is ‘trade-mark ”— 
not saying a trade-mark, not saying part of the trade- 
mark—but an assertion pointing to the conclusion that it, 
and it alone, is the trade-mark, and therefore that the 
label, as a whole, is not the trade-mark. Such would have been 
the impression produced (I am speaking for myself) on my own 
mind had I approached the reading of that label unbiassed by 
what I have learned while sitting in this seat, and such, we 
think, is the true result of this case. An owner of a registered 
trade-mark may put it on a registered label, but not so as to 
mislead a reader of that label, and induce him to believe the 
only thing registered is the distinctive mark.” 

It is somewhat surprising that this decision has come before 
the courts for consideration in very few cases—only three or four 
indeed—until the case to which we are about to draw attention. 
In none of those cases was the soundness of Lord Justice Fry’s 
decision called in question, but it was established by them that 
whether a trade-mark was calculated to mislead by reason of the 
way in which the words were used upon it was a question of 
fact. The decision in question has recently been considered 
and discussed by the Court of Appeal in a case relating to the 
trade-marks of Bass, Ratcirrr, & Gretron (Limited). 

On the Ist of January, 1876, Bass & Co. registered as a trade- 
mark the label they had used for eighteen years previously for 
Burton ales, brown beers, and stouts. In the centre of this label 
was their diamond mark, which was also registered as a trade- 
mark. On the lower part of the diamond were the words “ trade- 
mark”; underneath the diamond was the facsimile signature 
of Bass & Co., and on a white band which surrounded the label 
on the outside were at the top the words ‘‘ This label is issued 
only by Bass & Co.,”’ and at the bottom “‘ Brewers, Burton-upon- 
Trent.” The defendant, in an action brought by Bass, Ratcriry, 
& Geerrox, moved to expunge this label and some other trade- 
marks from the register. Mr. Justice Kexewicu made an order 
for the removal, and said that the label having the words trade- 
marks on the diamond, came directly within the rule laid down 
by Lord Justice Fry, and that by putting trade-mark on the 
diamond Bass & Co. had stated to the public that what they 
claimed as trade-mark was the diamond and nothing else, and that 
seemed to him deceptive. Bass, Rarciyvr, & Grerron appealed 
against this decision and the Court of Appeal reversed it. 
In so doing, they had, of course, to consider the above-quoted 
judgment of Fury, LJ. They were unanimous in holding that 
it was a judgment on a question of fact, and, therefore, they were 





not bound by it except in a case where the facts were identical. 
But Rougz, L.J., speaking for himself, said that he should have 
not come same conclusion as a question of fact as the 
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of Appeal did in the Apollinaris case. 
the course of his judgment (19 R. P. O. 544) the learned 
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upon a trade-mark label, it could not be right to assume that the 
particular portion on which those words were placed was alone 
intended to be designated by those words. As tothe Bass label, he 
said that the words “ trade-mark ” were in the very centre of the 
label, and he did not know why he should be bound to assume 
that the words ‘trade-mark ” were intended to apply to the 
diamond ; but he added that they might so apply, and he would 
assume that they did, and then he came to the real point upon 
which he, and, as we understand, the other Lord Justices, decided 
the case. It is this: Although, if on a registered label the words 
“ trade-mark ” are put upon something in the label which is not, 
in fact, a separate trade-mark, the court would hold that was 
calculated to deceive; yet if the words “trade-mark” are 
placed upon the portion of the label which is, in fact, a 
separate trade-mark, the court will not hold that calculated to 
deceive, unless it is satisfied that it was really calculated 
personally to injure somebody; or, putting it in another 
way, that there is any substantial likelihood of injury. 
Applying this to the label in question, Lord Justice Romer 
said: “Look at this very Bass trade-mark. If anyone 
were led to suppose that the word ‘trade-mark’ here 

referred to the diamond alone, would it be a natural 
inference for him to suppose that he might with impunity 
imitate or disregard the rest of that label. I should say 
certainly not. He could not possibly be injured. There could 
be no such deception as would injure any ordinary reasonable 
human being, and on that ground alone I should have thought 
you could not say there was such an intention to deceive, or that 
the label itself was so calculated to deceive as to justify you in 
saying that the label was an improper subject of a trade-mark 
on that ground,” and he concluded his judgment as follows: 
“T cannot see that in every case, as I have said, the 
designation of a particular portion of a trade-mark with 
the words ‘trade-mark’ would justify you in  hold- 
ing that there is deception because it implies that the 
rest is open to the trade, or is not the subject of a trade- 
mark at all. There ought to be a presumption in favour of 

fairness and honesty, and that applies especially to the present 

case, seeing that here this trade-mark has been in use and been 
registered for all this number of years, and no person has ven- 
tured to come forward either to say that anybody has been 
injured or could possibly beiojured. I[ refuse to draw the 
inference that anybody could be injured ; in fact I am perfectly 

certain that he could not, and therefore I think the appeal on 

this point ought to be allowed.” 

The decision in the case under notice of course settles this, that if 
an application is made to remove a trade-mark from the register, 

on the ground that the words “ trade-mark ”’ are so used on it as 

to be calculated to deceive, the applicant for removal must prove 
that such use of the words is likely to cause ‘“ substantial 

injury” to some person or persons unless the words “ trade- 
mark” are placed upon something which is not of itself a 
separate trade-mark, in which case the mark is inherently 
deceptive. But the decision under notice does not settle this— 

if registration of a trade-mark on which the words “‘ trade- 
mark” are used is applied for, can the Comptroller refuse to 
register it on the ground that by reason of the user of such 

words the mark is calculated to deceive, unless the applicant for 

registration satisfies him that it is not likely to cause any such 

substantial injury as is above referred to? Having regard to 

the decision of the House of Lords in Re Dunn's Trade-Mark 
(7 R. P. O. 311) we think that the Compiroller would be 

justified in taking this line. 





At the Lancaster Assizes this week, says the Daily Mail, Mr. Justice Jelf 
complained of the antiquated arrangements for lightfig the assize courts, 
and expressed the hope that the next time he visited Lancaster the 
tallow dips would have been replaced by some better system of 
—— The candlesticks have been in use in the ‘assize courts over 
100 years. 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council resumed their sittings on 
Tuesday after the Long Vacation, The first list of appeals contains, says 
the Times, seventeen causes for decision—viz., from Bengal five, Oudh 
three, Bombay two, New South Wales two, Victoria two, Madras one, New 
Zealand one, and the Cape of Good Hope one. There is also a petition for 
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Justice laid down several important propositions. In the 
place, he said * 


that where the words “ trade-mark ” appeared | betore the 


the prolon of a patent to beheard, ‘Ten judgments in appeals argued 
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Reviews. 


Procedure, 


THe A B C GuImDE TO THE PRACTICE OF THE SUPREME CoURT, 
19038. By Franors A. STRINGER, of the Central Office of the 
Supreme Court; one of the Editors of the Annual Practice and 
of Daniell’s Chancery Practice. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Annual Practice we all know and in a sense revere, even 
if we do not love. That, or its rival, the Yearly Practice, is 
the practitioner's essential companion. But it tekes time to 
work through the mass of statutes, rules, and cases for the 
precise point which has to be settled, and these books do 
not convenieatly go in the waistcoat pocket. Perhaps that pocket 
is not an ideal receptacle for Mr. Stringer’s handy little volume which 
appears in the familiar white, but he has produced a book which is 
extremely portable, and which, it seems to us, will, with the shortest 
possible expenditure of time and trouble, lead the practitioner to the 
information he requires. The book, says Mr. Stringer in the preface, 
‘“‘is not a treatise, for it leaves untouched the discussion of statutory 
jurisdiction under special Acts and comwon law rights; nor 
does it directly suggest to the legal practitioner how to 
conduct his case. It is an endeavonr to tell him clearly 
and in a few words how, when, and where he may take such 
step in procedure as he may decide to take, and to define the 
mode, time, and place with precision.” Mr. Stri has adopted the 
dictionary form, and the book is arranged under a series of heads in 
alphabetical order—such as “‘ affidavit,” ‘‘ discovery and inspection,” 
“pleadings,” ‘“‘summary judgment (order 14),” &c. No cases are 
cited, and very few statutes quoted; nor are rales given in full. 
Where their contents have to be stated they are summarized. But 
there are frequent references to the Annual Practice to which resort 
can thus be readily had for fuller information. The idea of the 
volume strikes us as a very happy one, and Mr. Stringer appears to 
have successfully carried it out and to have produced a book which 
will be of great service to the profession. 





The Law of Burial. 


THE Law oF BurRIAL: INCLUDING ALL THE BuRIAL ACTS AS 
MODIFIED oR AFFECTED BY THE LocaL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1894; 
ALL THE CHURCH BUILDING, NEW PaRISH, AND Pook Law 
Acts RELATING TO THE SUBJECT; THE CREMATION ACT, 1902, 
AND THE OFFICIAL REGULATIONS, &C WitH NOTES AND CASES. 
THIRD Epirion. By JAMES BrRooKE LITTLE, B.A., Barrister- 
at-Law. Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Uo. 


This is a very useful collection of the statutes on the above sub- 
jects. The publication of a new edition of this work is fully justified 
by the passing of the Burial Act, 1900, and the Cremation Act, 1902, 
since the previous edition was issued, and by some additions to the 
case law affecting the earlier Acts. Many of the Acts dealt with 
abound in difficulties of construction ; this is particularly so as to the 
application of the Local Government Act, 1894, to the then existing 
Burial Acts. Mr. Brooke Little’s notes do much to explain the 
obscurities of this branch of the law; they are carefully written, 
and sufficiently full without being diffuse. 





Books Received. 

A History of English Legal Institutions. 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 

The Licensing Act, 1902: being an Annotated Edition of the Act, 
with a General Introduction and Summary of Its Provistons. By 
JosHuA SCHOLEFIELD, Barrister-at-Law, and GERARD R. HILL, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. : 

Sweet & Maxwell's Diary for Lawyers for 1903. Edited by 
Franots A. STRINGER, of the Central Office, Royal Courts of Justice, 
one of the Editors of the Annual Practice, and J. Jounston, of the 
Central Office. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


By A. T, CaRrrTsEr, 








Mr. Justice Grantham, addressing the grand jury at the Chelmsford 
Assizes this week, says tne St. James's Gazette, referred to the case of aman 
charged with perjury, and who had already been punished for the crime 
out of which the perjury arose. His lordship said that, logically, a man 
ought to be prosecuted for committing perjury, but it was not always wise 
to urrest a man when he came out of prison and charge him with com- 
mitting perjury in respect of the offence for which he had been punished. 
Unfortunately, theré was an immense amount of perjury committed in the 
courte, but when @ man was pnished that punishment should be made to 
cover any perjury he had committed in defending bimeolf. If the grand 
jury cared to take into consideration the fact t the man had been 
punished, and that there was a conflict of testimony, they would be justified 
mm saying that the case should go no further, 





Correspondence. 


Taxation of Costs. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—We have been studying with some care the *‘ Practice Notes 
on Taxation of Costs Settled by the Masters,” and although the 
effect of the notes cannot be said to be unduly liberal to solicitors, we 
are pleased to notice an attempt to reduce the taxation of costs toa 
uniform and logical system. 

In one or two respects, however, we think the masters have hardly 
shewn themselves in these notes alive to the exi ies of modern 
practice, We notice that under the heading of *‘ Telephone,’’ as a 
rule, nothing will be allowed for an attendance by one. We 
presume the masters are not afflicted (as most solicitors are) with con- 
stant calls on the telephone, but we have little doubt that if the 
masters were in touch with modern practice, this note would be 
altered so as to permit of telephone calls being allowed ‘‘as a letter 
or attendance, unless merely for the purpose of ing an appoint- 
ment.” In our practice itis not at allan unusual thing to be asked 
to settle the terms of an extraordinary or special resolution on the 
telephone, or to advise on a contract or deed, and to take instructions 
of an important character. Not only are these calls an in i 
of ordinary business, but they require immediate attention and 
record lest they should be overlooked and escape attention. 

In only one other respect do we venture to criticize the masters’ 
notes. Under “‘ Term Fee” no allowance is to be made for “’ issuing 
or perusing origioating summons.” Considering that an inati 
summons is for all practical purposes equal to a writ and pleading in 
one composite document, and requires the same amount of delibera- 
tion and attention, we think this point needs i ion, parti- 
cularly as it carries a ing to exactly the same stage as a writ 
combined with a subsequent interlocutory application and pleading. 

We only venture to address you in the hope that these observations - 
may reach the attention of one or more of the masters, as we know 
of no constitutional method of approaching the masters directly, and 
we fear that any representation made directly to one of their body 
might be resented. Warp, Bowrg, & Co. 

7, King-street, London, E.C., Nov. 13. 


The Land Registry. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—As personally interested in a recent purchase of a small house 
in the suburbs, I have again been brought into contact with the 
Land Registry, with the result that I am more tuan ever certam that 
it is, to put it plainly, a perfect nuisance to landowners and to those 
who have dealings in landed property. 

In this instance, I took pains to get a copy of the plan used at 
the registry for the district in which the house is situate, and that 
plan was adopted for the con’ There, however, lurked in it a 
possibility for the ingenutty of the officiai mind. With the house 
was acquired a right of passing over, and being upon, a private road 
running at the back of the premises. The plan plainly shewed this 
road as ruvniog, not only at the back of the premises, but also 
continuing at the backs of the neighbouring premises on either side— 
the plain aad obvious meaning beimg that the indication of the road 
as being at the back of the ises conveyed was a mere 
geographical expression, and that the grant of its use extended over 
all the road, not a mere part of it. 

To my amazement, the solicitor conducting the passage of the 
matter through the registry informed me tnat the officials there 
would not allow that there was any grant of the road except at 
very back of the premises conveyed, and accordingly I interviewed 
assistant registrar, and convinced bim that at i 
premises the right must extend over the rest 
of the neighbouring premises on side, 
regards the other side (though 
was absolutely no more reason 
cther), and he refused to allow 
the land certificate unless I 
precisely defined on the plan to 

premises on this 
sent to anything of the kind, 
mention of the right is to 
has to be vindicated (as ind t can be 

To my mind this simple story shews 
this Land Registry. 

Observe first, that, assuming the registrar was 
right in — ap objection, then the poor distressed 
is afthoted with a Court of Construction on a 
questions that ought never to be, and 
never would be, raised at all. 
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Secondly, the register is not, and can hardly ever be, a complete 
record of the title—a proposition I could demonstrate by other 
matters in relation to other properties with which I am interested. 

Thirdly, observe the need it entails of the most precise phraseology 
about which no two opinions are possible in all matters that have 
to go through the register, with a great risk that the utmost care 
and the longest experience will fail to satisfy the fastidious tastes of 
its presiding genius. 

Fourthly, the delay in getting the certificate. That delay occurs 
in every instance; in many the delay is considerable—a delay 
causing in a great many cases a monetary inconvenience of the most 

us r. 

And the County of London has been chosen as the corpus vile on 
which to operate the experiment! But those who worked the 
oracle were wise in their generation. They knew that the Londoner 
is the modern type of Balaam’s Ass—is, in fact, the most urbane, most 
patient, most long-suffering, beast of burden in the whole wide world. 
And alas! he has many Balaams, the most egregious of whom is the 
Land Registry. F, STROUD. 

Lincoln’s-inn, Nov. 3. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—We are not aware whether attention has yet been called to 
the many traps for the unwary which lurk about the seemingly 
simple form of the instrument of transfer in use at the Land 


ce. 

In the first place, no form of acknowledgment of the receipt of 
the purchase-money is included in the form, and if it is not added, 
and the purchaser pays his purchase-money to a solicitor, he would 
be liable 10 pay the purchase-money over again in case of any default 
on the part of the solicitor in paying his client. 

Secondly, there is no blank left for the words ‘as beneficial 
owner,” or similar words, so as to give the purchaser the benefit of the 
covenants for title. 

Thirdly, there is nothing to suggest that an acknowledgment for 
production of title deeds may have to be added to the form. 

One would think on looking at the form that there are merely a 
few blanks to be filled in, whereas in reality it is a form which has 
to be most carefully settled. EMANUEL, Rounp, & NATHAN. 

27, Walbrook, Nov. 12. 








Points to be Noted. 
Conveyancing. 


Settlement of Share Given by Will.— When a will gives a share 
to a daughter of the testator and contains directions for settlement 
of such share, there is the danger tbat failure of the gift to the 
daughter by reason of her pi ing the testator or otherwise 
failing to attain a vested interest will cause a failure of the entire 
directions for settlement as well. The cases on the subject establish 
no settled rule, and in ascertaining the testator’s intention the 
whole will must be regarded. Hence the drafteman should make it 
clear that the settlement is to take effect notwithstanding the failure 
of the 8 personal interest.—Rz WHITMORE (1902, 2 Ch. 66). 

“Die Without Having Been Married.”—It seems to be plain that 
a woman who dies “‘ without ever having been married” means a 
woman who dies without having had a husband, and hence an 
ultimate gift in favour of the next-of-kin of a married woman as 

she had died intestate and without ever having been married 
of course, as is the obvious intention, exclude both the 
husband snd any children she has had. But, notwithstanding the 
ic decision to this effect of Jessel, M.R., in Emmins v. Bradford 
(13 Cb. D. 493), it must for the present be taken to be settled that 
phrase excludes only the husband, and hence if a child survives 
wife and dies in infancy the share will go to his next-of-kin. To 
avoid this result the clause should run “die without leaving a 
or any child surviving her.”’—Rz Marz (Kekewich,. J. 

(1902, 2 Ch. 11 


Company Law. 


Director's Qualification.— Section 3 of the Companies Act, 1900, 
as to a director obtaining bis qualification shares within a certain 
time, and vacating cflice if he cesses to hold it, is restricted in ite 

to this extent : Sub-section 1 only deals with the original 
of a director, and sub-section 2 does not touch a case 
w the director holds the quslification originally fixed by the 


— oe eeiltotion. Eh liability te Ri greg 
the . e li to a from the 
Act, is wmsidered in the same inom ae Lonpon, 
BikMIncHAM, AND Mancuxsrzn Insurance Co, (C.A., July 21) 
(1902, 2 K. B. 589). 
Reconstruction—Trustee Shareholders.—Power to trustees to 
retain trust money “ in its present form of investment” justifies them 





in taking in exchange for shares in a company shares in a new 
company to which on the reconstruction of the old company its 
assets have been travsferred. The substance of the transaction has 
to be looked to. ‘‘The altered thing . . . is the same invest- 
ment in an altered form resulting ihe qualities inherent” in the 
original investment—that is to say, the shares in the old company are 
subject to that company’s statutory right to reconstruct. Quere, 
whether the rule applies where the old shares are paid up and the 
new shares are not.—RE Smiru, SMiru v. LEwIs (Buckley, J., July 4) 
(1902, 2 Ch. 667). ° 

Reduction of Capital.—Because the articles of association say that 
on winding up losses are to be borne in proportion to capital paid 
up, the same principle of diminution, if the scheme of reduction is on 
the whole just and equitable, is not necessarily applicable on 
sanctioning a reduction of capital where shares of the same class are 
unequally paid up. — RE CrEDIT ASSURANCE AND GUARANTEE 
Corporation (C.A., July 30) (1902, 2 Ch. 601). 

Prospectus—Contracts.—As regards coutracts under the repealed 
section 38 of the Companies Act, 1867, a director can only rely on the 
plea of ignorance of them where the facts enable him to shew that he 
was not responsible for the prospectus as his document. A waiver 
clause to avoid the same section gives no protection unless it fairly 
discloses the nature of the rights to be released or waived.— WATTS 
v. BUCKNALL (Byrne, J., August 5) (1902, 2 Ch. 628). 

Name— Injunction for Similarity.—A company cannot monopolize 
for the purpose of nomenclature a word in ordinary use in the English 
language. A name is not necessarily calculated to deceive because it 
is similar. It depends in great measure upon what the nature of the 
name is; and if it merely represents the name of the article supplied 
by the company, it requires very 2 evidence to shew that such 
name has lost its primary meaning and has become identified with 
the complaining company,—AERAToRS (LIM.) v. ToLuirT (Farwell, 
J., May 27) (1902, 2 Ch. 319). 

Reserve Fund—Dividend or Capital—On a winding up, liquida- 
tors should be careful to see whether money carried to reserve is 
distributable as dividend divisible while the company was a going 
concern, or is repayable to all classes of shareholders as capital.—RE 
CricuTon’s Ort Co. (C.A., April 28) (1902, 2 Ch. 86). 


Criminal Law. 


Evidence of Previous Conviction.—Where a statute provides that 
a combination of circumstances shall constitute an offence when the 
offender has been previously convicted, such previous conviction must 
be proved before the jury at the trial, as it is a necessary ingredient 
~4 > offence charged.—REx v. PENFOLD (50 W. R. 671; 1902, 1 

. 647). 

Evidence—Statement of Affairs in Bankruptcy.—A statement 
of affairs made by a bankrupt is not made on the hearing of any 
matter in bankru , aud therefore does not come within the pro- 
tection afforded by section 27 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890; it is, 
therefore, admissible as evidence against the baukrupt on the trial 
of an indictment under 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 80, for misappropria- 
tion as a trustee.—REX v. PIKE (50 W. R. 672; 1902, 1 K. B. 552). 





Result of Appeals. 
Appeal Court I. 


The Master oF THE Rows and Romer and Maruew, L.JJ. 
(Original Motion (by order) ) 

Colyer & Colyer v. 8. Willoughby. Application of plaintiffs to 
dismiss defendant's appeal for want of prosecution. Dismissed 
with costs. Nov. 7. 

(New Trial Paper.) 

Ben Graham and others (trading, &c.) v. The Commissioners of H.M. 
Works and Public Buildings. Appeal of defendants from jndg- 
ment of the Lord Chief Justice and a special jury, Leeds 
(restored). New trial, with right to special jury granted. 
costs reserved, Nov, 7. 


Appeal Court II. + 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, STrR.ine, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ. 
(General List.) 
Bennett v. Stone. Appeal of plaintiff from order of Mr. Justice 
Buckley, dated Nov. 13, 1901. Compromised. Nov. 7. 
Appeal Court I. 
The Masten oy Tux Rois and Romer and Matuew, L.JJ. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
Frost and another v. Soloman, Application of plaintiffs for judgment 
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or new trial on appeal from verdict and judgment, dated May 
5, 1902, at trial before Mr. Justice Bruce and a special jury, 
Middlesex. Dismissed with costs; costs of shorthand notes of 
judgment below and discussion allowed. Nov. 8. 


The MASTER OF THE Rotts and Matuew, L.J. 
(Origioal Motion.) 
Application of plaintiff that defendant give 


Cadman v. Ward. 
(No, 140, K. B. Final.) Dismissed 


security for costs of appeal. 
with costs. Nov. 10. 
(Interlocutory List.) 


King’s Bench—(Final List) Cardiff Channel Dry Docks Co. »v. 
E. G, T. Agius (Limited). Appeal of defendants from judgment 
of Mr. Justice Bucknill, dated Aug. 12, 1902. (Transferred to 
this list by order.) Appeal not proceeded with; dismissed 
with costs. Nov. 10. 

Attorney-General, on the relation of the Salisbury Rural District 
Council v. Garton. Appeal of defendent from order of Mr. 
—** Bucknill, dated Aug. 8, 1902. Dismissed with costs. 

ov. 10. 

Court v. Van Laun and another. Appeal of defendant Van Laun 
from order of Mr. Justice Jelf, dated Oct. 7, 1902. Dismissed 
with costs. Nov. 10 

Weeding v. Van Laun and another. Appeal of defendant Van Laun 
from order of Mr. Justice Jelf, dated Oct. 14, 1902. Dis- 
missed with costs, Nov. 10. 

International Assets Co. (Limited) v. Van Laun. Appeal of defendant 
from order of Mr. Justice Jelf, dated Oct. 14, 1902. Dismissed 
with costs. Nov. 10. 

Dowding & Son v. Day. Appeal of defendant from order of Mr. 
Justice Jelf, dated Oct. 21, 1902. Dismissed with costs. Nov. 10. 

Du Pasquier v. Cadbury, Jones & Co. (Limited). Appeal of plaintiff 
from judgment of Mr. Justice Bucknill, dated Aug. 6, 1902. 
Appeal allowed with costs and below. Nov. 10. 


Appeal Court II. 


VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, STIRLING, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ. 
(For Judgment.) 
Tn re Goldfields of Venezuela. Storey v. The Company. 
with costs. Nov. 10. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 
In re Bright, O. (ex pte The Bankrupt), No. 565 of 1901 from an order 
of Mr. Registrar Giffard, dated July Ist, 1902, refusing to appoint 
a day to hear an application to rescind the receiving order. To 
be re-heard by registrar; order that Chancery proceedings be 
stayed, unless p asers object; £100 to be paid by trustee out, 
of available assets; costs of petitioning creditor to be paid 
out of assets. Nov. 10. N.B.—To be restored to paper Nov. 14, 
on application of purchasers. 
(General List.) 
Lewis v. Bafico, Appeal of deft from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, 
dated Nov. 4, 1901. Injunction varied, with appeliant’s costs ; 
tach party pa) is x .osts below. Nov. 10. 


Appeal Court I. 
The MASTER OF THE Rotts and Romer and Maruew, L.JJ. 
(New Trial Paper.) 

Morel Bros. & Co. (Limited) v. The Earl and Countess of Westmore- 
land. Application of tbe Earl for judgment or new trial on 
appeal from verdict and judgment, dated May 19, 1902, at trial 
before Mr. Justice Phillimore and a common jury, Middlesex. 
— allowed with costs; judgment entered for defendantr. 

ov, ll, 


Dismissed 


(Interlocutory List.) 
For Judgment. 
Bow, McLachlan & Oo. (Limited) v. Dutilth, Smith, McMillan & Co. 
Appeal of plaintiffs from order of Mr. Justice Jelf, dated Oot. 14, 
1902. (c.a.v Nov. 3.) Dismissed with costs. Nov. 12, 


Appeal Court II. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, Strrure, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ. 
(Original Motions.) 
Terry v. Davis. Application of plaintiff to withdraw appeal (No 
-, Chancery General List), Allowed on payment of costs. 
ov. 12. 
Lazell v, Dingle. Application of defendants for security for costs of 
sppeal { o. 73, — General List). Dismissed with costs. 
ov. 12, 
The Master or rue Rotaßs, and Romer and Maruew, L.JJ. 
(New Trial Paper.) 


judgment or new trial on appeal from verdict and judgment, 
dated May 9, 1902, at trial before Mr. Justice Bruce and a 
special jury, Middlesex. Judgment entered for defendants with 
costs. Nov. 13. 

Same v. Same. Application of defendant Norman for judgment or 
new trial on appeal from verdict and judgment, dated May 9, 
1902, at triel before Mr. Justice Bruce and a special jury, 
Middlesex. New trial ordered ; costs to abide event ; costs of 
notes of summing-up allowed. Nov. 13. 


Appeal Court II. 
VAUGHAN WItL1aMs, STrRiine, and Cozens-Harpy, L JJ. 
(General List.) 


In re John Scott, dec. Lan v. Scott. Appeal of A. Langton 
and others from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated Jan. 14 
1902. Dismissed. Nov. 13. 

[Compiled by Mr, Antuun F. Cuarriz, Shorthand Writer.) 








Cases of the Week. - 


Court of Appeal. 


DU PASQUIER v. CADBURY, JONES, & CO. (LIM). No.1. 10th Nov. 


Practice—Costs—DgtixvE—JUDGMENT FOR Recovery or Goops—“ Acrion 
Founpsp ox Tort’?—Counry Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr.c 43), 
s. 116. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of Backnill, J., at chambers. The 
action was brought by the executor of a deceased person for the return of 
certain drawings which had been entrusted by the deceased to the 
defendants as his agents for exhibition and sale (and which were 
admittedly over the value of £20), and for damages for their wrongful 
detention ; and also foran account of all moneys received as such agents 
on behalf of the deceased in respect of any sales of the drawings, and pay- 
ment of the amount found due. The defendants in their statement of 
defence admitted that they had sold some of the drawings for the sum of 
£33, but as against that sum they relied upon a set off or counterclaim to the 
amount of £14 4s. 6d. for mounts and frames for the drawings at 
the deceased’s request, and they t into court £18 15s. 6d. as 
sufficient to satisfy this part of the ‘3 claim. The statement of 
defence further alleged that the defendants had always been and still were 
ready a oe remainder of the dra’ and offered 

turn t btaining a proper receipt . The 


then to re © same on 0! 


laintiff in his reply accepted the £18 15s. 6d. paid into court in part 
———— of that part of the claim, and he accepted the offer of the 
defentants to return the remainder of the drawings in satisfaction of the 


remainder of the claim. When the action came on for trial the defendants 
offered no evidence upon their counterclaim, and accordingly j was 
entered for the plaintiff for £33 and costs upon the claim, and also for the 
plaintiff upon the counterclaim. The master taxed the plaintiff's costs 
upon the High Court scale. Upon appeal, Buckuill, J., in chambers held 
that the action was founded on contract within section 116 of the County 
Courts Act, 1888, and that the costs should be taxed upon the county 
court scale. The plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Cover (Cottms, M.R., and Mararw, L.J.) allowed the appeal. 

perpen By ot ey ee pb Be - 
tiff must succeed. e * 
in the action, the plaintiff had recovered in anu 
sum exceeding £20. The claim was in detinue for the return of 
drawings and for was an 
tort, though no doubt the plaintiff added a claim for moneys received 
the defendants as agents for the deceased. The defendants, in their state- 
ment of defence, offered to return thedrawings which they hadin their 58 
sion, and the plaintiff accepted that offer. The plaintiff had, therefore, by the 
exigency of the action recovered the drawings in the act: 
had obtained judgment for their recovery. 
value £20. Upon that view the plaintiff 
was another ground u which the 
plaintiff had reco the drawings 
entitled at any rate to nominal —e In 
Woodward (50 W. R. 258; 1902, 1 K. B. this court decided that 
where the plaintiff recovered j for an 
damages, the claim for an in being the main part of the relief 
sought, section 116 of the Coun The 


oO : 
court there approved of the on in Ireland in Bradley v. irchibald 
(1899, 2 I. R. 108). In that case 


notes and £4 damages for their detention, there being no find- 
ing as to wees of Gone, Sas Gs Sits See ee a cee 
value was nominal, 

ding rule in country as to costs did not 
Suton was exactly in point, and in his 
recovered by the exigency of the action the drawings in question, 
116 did not apply at all. 

Maruew, L.J., conourred.—Counss1, Mecoun ; B. M. Hansell, Sorrcrrons, 
. B, Bdwards ; H. H, Fanshawe, 
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Collins v. Norman and another. Application of defendants for 


(Reported by W. F. Banay, Bq. Barristerat-Law.) 
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Re NEW PREMIER CYCLE CO. No. 2. Ith Nov. 


Oompany—Repvcrion or Oarrtat—Scureme Invotvine APPROPRIATION OF 
Funp i Sartisraction or Ricuts or Psererence SHAREHOLDERS— 
Discretion or Court—AssgnT oF DEBENTURE-HOLDERS—ComPantss ACT, 
1867 (30 & 31 Vicr. c, 131), s. 11. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Buckley, J. (reported 46 
Soxicrrons’ Journat, 586). The facts were shortly as follows: The 
company, which was incorporated in 1896 to purchase and carry on a 
cycle business, had a capital of £600,000, divided into 300,000 preference 
and 300,000 ordinary shares of £1 each. In August, 1901, the company 
had suffered a loss of capital to the extent of £425,000, while £74,000 stood 
to the credit of the reserve fund The directors accordingly submitted 
to the shareholders a scheme involving the writing off of £56,000 from the 
reserve fund and the reduction of the capital to £175,000, by the surrender 
of 50,000 preference and 50,000 ordinary shares, and the reduction of the 
value of the remaining shares from £1 to 10s. in the case of preference and 
4s. in the case of ordinary shares. It was also proposed to pay £18,000, 
the balance of the reserve fund, to the preference shareholders in full 
discharge of dividends to the 31st of August, 1901. The scheme was duly 
approved by the shareholders, but Buckley, J., in the exercise of his 
discretion, refused to sanction it. The appeal had already been before 
the court, when their lordships were unwilling to sanction the scheme till 
the opinion of the holders of the company’s debentures (which were to the 
amount of £100,000) had been ascertained. A meeting of the debenture 
holders had since been held, when holders of debentures to the value of 
£94,800, approved the scheme, holders to the value of £3,600 dissented, 
and holders to the value of £1,600 gave ro answer. Under these 
circumstances, 

Tue Court (VaveHan Witiiams, Srretivc, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
now sanctioned the reduction of capital and allowed the scheme to go 
through as originally drawn, on the terms that an offer, which was to be 
open for a month, should be made to the non-assenting debenture- 
holders for' the payment off of their debentures at the face value, with 
interest to date.—OounseL, Younger, K.C., Gore Browne, K.U., ana 
D, Pollock ; A. H. Jessel ; C. Lyttelton Chubb. Soxictrors, Warren, Murton 
& Miller, tor Woodcock ¢ Co, Coventry; @. J. Furst; Young, Jackson, 
Beard, 4 King. 

[Reported by H. W. Law, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re PINE. LILLEY v. THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL, Byrne, J. 6th Nov. 


Omganity—Trustezrs—Ossects or Cuarity To BE MENTIONED In CopicILs 
Wuicn Weee Unexecurep—Scueme py CournT—SIGN-MANUAL. 


In this case a testator left personal estate to trustees for the charitable 
purposes to be mentioned in tne codicils or codicil to his will. He executed 
no codicils and the trustees applied to the court for a scheme. 

Byagnz, J., following Moggridge v. Thackwell (7 Ves. 36) and Paice v The 
Archbishop of Canterbury (14 Ves 364), held that the trustees were right in 
applying for a scheme, as, trustees having been appointed, the proper course 
was a scheme by the court and not proceedings by sign-manual.—CovunszEL, 
Metholad ; R. J. Parker. Sortcrrors, Alfred Jones ; Solicitor to the Treasury. 


(Reported by J, Arruur Pricz, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL » ASHBORNE RECREATION GROUND CO. 
(LIM.). Buckley, J. 4th, 5th, and 6th Nov. 


Jvurispiction — Insunction — New Orrence with Spsrciat Sratvtory 
Htemepy- Loca, Government—Bye-Laws—Pvusiic Heatta Act, 1875 
(38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), ss. 158, 183, anp 251. 


This was an action by his Mujesty’s Attorney-General, at the relation of 
the ashborne Urban District Ovuncil, and the council as plaintiffs against 
the defendant company and their contractor, asking for a declaration that 
the defendants were laying out, or had laid out, a new street in contraven- 
tion of the provisions of the bye-laws of the council, and for an injunction 
to restrain the defendants from doing so. The action had originally been 
brought by the council alone, but tae Attorney-General was subsequently 
made a plaintiff m consequence of the decision in Mayor of Devonport v. 
Tozer (1902, 2 Uh. 182). ‘Lhe street in question was one propored to be made 
at Ashborne over the defendant company’s property, and the plaintiffs 
alleged that at one end the new street opened into an existing street called 
C mpton-sveet, and that tne outlet was less than 36ft. wide, tne width 
required by the bye-laws of the urban district council. The defendants 
denied that the new street was intended to have any outiet into Compton- 
street as alleged, and raised other defences. They also raised a preliminary 
objection to the jurisdiction of the court to mske any such declaration or 
grant any such injunction as that asked for, on the ground that a special 

was provided by the Public Health Act, 1875, and that that was 

the only remedy to which anyone was entitled. The bye-laws in question 

were as follows : *‘4. Every person who shall lay out a new street which 

shall be intended for use as a carriage-road shall so lay out such new street 

that the width thereof shall be thirty-six feet at the least.’’ ‘98. Kvery 

— who shall offend against any of the foregoing bye-laws shall be 

for every such offence to a penalty of five , and in the case of 

ac ntinuing offence to a further penalty forforty shillings for each day 
after written notice of the offence from the sanitary authorities,’’ 

Bucxtzr, J.—A preliminary ovjection has been raised by the defendants 

* that an action does not lie in respect of the matter complaiced of, even 
although the Attorney-General is a party. The urban disirict council is a 
Pody which has powers under section 158 of the Public Health Act, 1875, to 


defendants are aciing in breach of those bye-laws. I will assume that 
such is the case. The defendants say that the Act has created a neq 
offence, and has imposed a special remedy for it That is not correct. By 
section 183 power is given to the local authority to make bye-laws impo 

a penalty, but the Act does not itself impose the penalty. Tnere might be 
a case where the bye-laws had not imposed any penalcy. The question 
would then arise as to what remedy there was for offences against the bye- 
laws. But the argument is that the local authority, having made bye-laws 
imposing a penalty, the remedy murt be under section 251 to recover those 
pevalties before a court of summary jurisdiction, and that there is no juris. 
diction in tuis court to grant an injunction. Willes, J., in Wolverhampton 
New Waterworks Co +. Hawkesford (6 0. B N. 8. 336), says (p. 356): ** There 
are three classes of cases in which a liability may be established founded 
ona statute. . . . Tne second class of cases 1s when the statute gives a 
right to sue merely, but provides no particular form of remedy; there the 
purty can only proceed by action atcommonlaw. Sut there is a third case— 
viz., where the lability not exist‘ng at common law is created by the 
statute, which at the sume time gives a special and particular remedy for 
enforcing it. Tne pre-ent case falls witbio the latter class if any liability 
at all exists. The remedy provided by the statu'e must be followed, and 
it is not competent to the party to pursue tne course applicable to caces 
of the secona class; the form given by the statute must be adhered to.’’ This 
is a case of the third class. I start, then, with this : that, as a general pro- 
position, the remedy provided by the statute must be fo/lowed. But there 
1s at least one exception where there may co-exist in equity a remedy by 
injunction to protect the rignt granted by tne statute. it cannot be dis- 
puted after Cooper v. Whittingham (28 W. &. 720,15 Oh. D 501) that ifa 
plaintiff is suing for a right perconal to himself which is infringed by the 
commission of a statutory offence, he is not precluded from bringing his 
action. Jessel, M.R., there said: ‘‘ It is said that the 17th section of 
the Act created a‘new offeace of importation, and enacted a par- 
ticular penalty, and it was argued that where a new offence and a 
remedy for it had been created by statute, a person proceeding under 
the statute was confined to the recovery of the penalty, and that nothing 
else could be asked for. ‘That is true asa general rule of law, but tnere 
are two exceptions. The first of the exceptions is the ancillary remedy in 
equity by injunction to protecta right. That is a mode of preventing 
tnat being dune which if Gone would be an offence. Whenever an act is 
illegal, and is threatened, the court will interfere and prevent the act being 
done, &o.“ But it is said that, even if this is sv, yet an action will not 
lie when there is no interference with any right of property? Is that a good 
ground of objection. I think not. I think that the Attorney-General, 
representing the public, must have in respect of public rights as large a 
remedy as others have for their private rights. [ find that judges of tficst 
instance, and also the Court of appeal, have proceeded in various cases of 
this sort as if it were a matter of course tnat the Attorney-General could 
sue, although no doubt the objection now raised was not urged before them 
One of these cases was Attorney. General v. Hatch (1893, 3 Uh. 36) Others 
were Attorney-General v. Rufford § Uo. (Limited) (47 W. R. 405; 1899, 1 On. 
537) and Attorney-General v. London and North-Western Railway Co. (1900, 
1Q. B. 78). That being co, it is not for me, as a judge of tirst instance, to 
say that these decisions are erroneous. But, apart irom these decisions, there 
is, in my judgment, nothing to prevent the Attorney-General suing. Utner 
considerations assist me iu coming to this conclusion. If there were no 
remedy except the special one provided by the statute, the public authority 
would in many cases become impotent, Onder sectioa 158 of the Public 
Health Act, 1875, the local authority may pull down buildings made 
contrary to the bye-laws. But they can do so only where the work has 
been done after notice of disapproval given wicuam a month; and if 
the authority is inert, the ouly remedy they have is to inflict tae 
penalty. That cannot be the inteution of the statute. Another con- 
sideration is that there are many matters which may be required by the 
bye-laws, and to enforce which by pullingdown the house would be an 
entirely inappropriate remedy. ‘thus water-closets may be required to be 
flushed with sufficient water, and dwelling rooms to be properly ventilated. 
It is a very inadequate remedy to give tne local authority power to puil 
down the house it tne bye-laws are not obeyed in details of this description. 
The object of the Public Healta Act was that the rules of public Realtu 
-hould pe observed, and it cannot be supposed that the right to have these 
rules obeyed should not be given to the Attorney-General, but should be 
left to be enforced by penalties. I overrule the preliminary objection. 
The case was then heard, and judgment ultimately given for the plaintiffe.— 
CounseL, Macmorran, K.U., aud Hextali; Macaskie, K.O., and A. F. Peter- 
son. Soxicrrors, J. B. R. Conder, tor Bamford, Son, § Wilson, Ashborne ; 
Taylor, Hoare, § Pilcher, for Wise § Cook, Ashborne. 

(Reported by Nevittz Tessurt, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


BOYCE v. METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL OF PADDINGTON aND 
ABBOTT. Buckley J. 3:d aud 8th Nov. 


Locat Government —Disvsep Busia, Guounp -Erzcrion or Hoanrpine 
—‘** Burtpine’’—ADJomNING LanpDOWNER— LIGHT ad}D AIR— PREVENTION 
or Easement BY PrescrirtTion—Pusiic on Private RightT—sSPreEciaL 
Damace—Kicut TO SUB WITHOUT s1TORNEY-GENERAL—METROPOLITAN 
rs Spaces acts, 1877, 1o81, 1887 -Disusep BuriaL GRoUNDs ACT, 

884, : 


The plaintiff was the owuer of land abutting upon the disused 
churchyard of the parish church of St. Mary’s, Paddmgton, and he 
bad recently built upon the land a large block of flate, with numerous 
windows overlooking the churchyard. sy virtue of a faculty, granted 
by the Bishop of London, in May, 1884, and of an mdenture of 
April, 1892, made between the vicar and the predecessors of the 





make bye-laws, and by those to im penalties upon offenders against 
them. They have made such — and the 





plaintiffs say that the( churchyard had come under the control and management of the 


defendant council, and of the Metropolitan Upen Spaces Acts, the 
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defendant council. They were proposing to erect a screen or hoarding 
upon the churchyard in front of the windows of the plaintiff so as to 
prevent his obtaining an easement of light and air over the churchyard 
by prescription. The soaps hoarding would have had the effec: of 
materially interfering with the access of light to the windows. The 
plaintiff brought this action against the council and the vicar of the parish, 
asking for an injunction to restrain them from erecting any such ‘* screen 
work or other building.’’ By section 1 of the Metropolitan — So 
Act, 1877, the ‘‘open space’’ was held in trust ‘‘for the perpe use 
thereof by the public for exerci-e and recreation.’’ By section 5 of the 
Metropolitan Open Spaces Act, 1881, the open space, churchyard, cemetery, 
or burial ground was to be held with a view to the enjoyment by the 
public “in an open condition free from buildings,” and by section 3 of the 
Disused Burial Grounds Act, 1884, it is not lawful ‘‘ to erect any buildings 
upon the disused burial ground except for enlarging a church, chapel, 
meeting-house, or other places of worship.”’ 

Nov. 8.—Bwvcxizy, J.—When stripped of all technicality, the question to 
be determined in this action is whether the owners of lands circumjacent 
to and abutting upon other land which has become an open space within 
the Metropolitan Open Spaces Acts, 1877, 1881, and 1887, and the Disused 
Burial Grounds Act, 1884, became at once by virtue of these Acts, or must 
be allowed to become, after the period of the Prescription Act by virtue of 
an enjoyment which cannot be excluded by the erection of a hoarding, 
entitled as of right to the access of light to the windows of any buildings 
which they may erect contiguous toan openspace. The defendants contend 
that they are entitled to erect a hoarding in front of the windows of the 
plaintiff. The plaintiff denies this upon two gzounds—first, that as a 
member of the public he is entitled to insist that the space shall be an open 
space, from which it results that there will be a free access of light to his 
windows ; and, secondly, that, whether this is so or not, the defendants 
cannot erect a hoarding so as to prevent his be entitled by 
prescription beeause they are by the relevant Acts of Parliament forbidden 
to erect any building, temporary or moveable, except for the purpose of 
enlarging @ church. He says a hoarding such as this is a building. 
The defendants say that the plaintiff cannot’ maintain this action 
without the concurrence of the Attorney-General. This contention 
cannot succeed. The plaintiff is suing either in reepect of an alleged 
right to the free access of light to his windows over the open space, 
or in respect of a public right to have the space maintained as open, and 
without the erection of a hoarding which he calls “‘a building.” In the 
former case he is suing upon an aileged private right; in the latter, in 
respect of an interference with a public right from which he personally 
sustains special damage. In either case he can sue without joining the 
Attorney-General, ‘he public are not the owners of lights overlooking 
the space. Their right is to have the space kept open for the enjoy- 
ment of the public free from buildings. That right the plaintiff is entitled 
to asa member of the public, but any right of access of light to his 
windows is not,a public right which he eojoys in common with others. If 
he sues, then, in reepect of such right, the Attorney-General need not be a 
party: Lyon v. Fishmongers’ Company (25 W. 8. 165, L. R. 1 App 
Oas. 662), Fritz v. Hobson (24 Soxtcrrors’ Journnat 366, 28 W. K. 459, 
14 Ur. D. 542), Chaplin v. Mayor of Westminster (1901, 2 Oh. 329). 
If, again, he sues because this hoarding is a building, and there- 
fore cannot be put on the land, he sues in respect of a public 
tight from the breach of which he suffers special , and, there- 
fore, he n-ed not join the Attorney-General as tiff: Zveson v. 
Moore (1 Lord Raym. 486), Hart v. Bassett (4 Viner’s Abrid. 519), Benjamin 
v. Stove (22 W. BR. 631, L. R 9 VU. P. 400), Winterbottom v. Lord Derby (12 
Soxicrrors’ JournaL 136,16 W. K. 15, L. KR. 2 Exch. 316). Next, as to 
the right which the pluintiff claims, it seems an extraordinary proposition 
to say that under the Metroplitan Spaces Acts the plaintiff must obtain 
immediately, or by the unavoidable operation of the Prescrip'ion Act, an ease- 
meut of light over the land not theretofore enjoyed. It so, the plaintiff could 
prevent, after the period of the Prescription Act, the open space being used 
for the p se of enlarging a church, chapel, or meeting-house as allowed 
by the Act of 1884, s.3 ‘Lhe space is to be open for the purpose of public 
eXcrcise and recreation, and not soas to allow rights to be created in favour 
of adjoining landowners. The plaintiff gets light and air as an 
adventitious advantage, and not us of right. Next, is the hoarding a 
building which the plaintiff as one of the public can object to being put 
upon the land? In Pocock vy. Gilham (1 Oab. & El. 104) and Wood v. Cooper 
(43 W. R. 201; 1894, 3 Cb, 671) it was held that a hoarding or a screen 
was, and ia Slaughter v. Mayor of Sunderland (65 L. T. 250), Wilson v. 
Queen’s Club (40 W. R. 172; 1891, 3 Ob. 522), and Foster v. Fraser (42 
W R.11; 1893, 3 Ch 158) that ic was not, a builaing. From. these cases 
I derive no principle other than this: that a hoarding may or may not be 
& building according to the context. In my opinion the hoarding of the 
defendants is not a building within the Acts with which I have to decal. 
The buildings mentioned im the Act of 1877 are such as preclude or 
diminish the enjoyment of the land for exercise and recreation, of those 
mentioned in the act of 1884 such as cover some part of the land, as the 
enlargement of a churcb, and not barriers to prevent the acquisition of 
prescriptive rights to hbght. I think that the action fails —Counsz1, 
Astbury, K.0., and Mark Romer; H. Terrell, K.0., and 7. A. Nash; 
Montague Barlow Soricrrors, Cheston ¢ Sons ; J. H. Hortin. 

{Reported by Nevitiz Tessurt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 
Re COZENS. 


MILES vo. WILSON. Swinfen Eady, J. 

28th Oct. and 6th Nov. 

Wiui—Consraverion— Grrr ro ‘ALL My Own Nernews anp Nizces ’’— 
Great Nerxews, Great Nieces, HuspanD’s Ngrugw, OuILp oF 
Brorugr’s ILiecitimare Son DescripeD aS NEPHEWS AND NIECES IN 
Orugr Girts 1n Same Wit. 


This was a summons asking for the construction of a bequest of residue 





‘unto and ameng ol my own nephews and nieces.” 
portions of the the testatrix had described a daugh 
nephews as ** my niece,’’ and a daughter of an illegitimate son of her brother . 
as ‘my niece.’’ She had also described a nephew of her husband as “‘ my 
nephew.” It was contended for some of the detendants that the expression in 
the preceding portions of the will enlarged the of *‘my own nephews 
and nieces’’ m the gift of residue so as to include great nephews and 
nieces, includmg the daughter of the illegitimate son of the bro $ 
that the words ‘‘my own” only shut out the hurband’s ne 
nieces. Smith vy. Lidiard (3 K. & J. 252), Merrill v. Morton (29 W. 
17 Ch. D. 382), Seale-Hayne v. Jodrell (1891, A. O. 304; of. 38 
44 Oh. D. 590), Re Blower’s Trusts (19 W. R. 666, L. R. 
Wells v. Wells (22 W. R 893, 18 Eq. 504) were cited. . adv. 

Swinren Eapy, J.—It has been argued, on the one side, 
established rule that the natural meaning of an expression used 
describe a class of beneficiaries, cannot be enlarged by the fact that else- 
where in the same will the same expression is incorrectly applied to 
persons whom it does not properly cover. It has been argued, on the other 
side, that it is an established rule that when a legatee has once been 

d , then, wherever the same 
description recurs in the will it must be taken as including that 
legatee and all others to whom it is equally applicable. I am of 
opinion that there is no such hard and fast rule on either side, and that 
the true rule is that every such question as this must be determined by 
considering the language and contents of the particular will. In this will 
the testatrix refers to various persons who were not strictly her nephews 
and niecee, and among them a nephew of her husband, as her nephews and 
mieces (in the case of one of them, however, she also employs a more 
correct description). She concludes with a gift ‘‘unto and among my 
own nephews and nieces.”” I cannot adopt the view that this expression 
Was used 80 as to exclude (as it clearly does) the husband’s nephews and 
nieces, but to include the rest of the persons who had in the previous 
part of the will been inaccurately called nephews and nieces, 
and all others who were related to the testatrix in the same degree. 
Iu my opinion this gift is to the children of the testatrix’s brothers and 
sisters, whether of the whole or of the half-blood, and exclades all other 
persons.—OounseL, Begg; Clare ; Methold ; H. Johnston ; H. Greenwood. 
Soxicrrors, Burton, Beales, ¢ Hart, for Beloe ¢ Beloe; King’s Lynn; 
Andrew, Woods, Purves, § Sutton, for Collin § Adams, Saffron Walden 
(Reported by Goprrery B. Bryson, Esq., Barsister-at-Law. } 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
WILLIAMS v. BLAKEWAY. Div. Court. 7ch Nov. 


PARLIAMENTARY AND LocaL GoveRNnMENT VoTs —UssecTion—D or in OccuPa- 
TION ‘LWELVE MontHs—** Promotion TO AN Urrice ”—APPOINTMENT OF 
WESLEYAN MINISTER BY THE CONFERENCE OF THE CONNEXION—MUNICIPAL 
Corporation Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr o. 50), 8. 33. 


Appeal by the Rev. John Williams, a minister of the Wesleyan Metho~- 
dist Connexion, from the refusal of the revising barrister for Gloucester to 
enter his name on the list of Parliamentary ana local government electors 
on the ground that he had not occupied the dweliing-house of which he 
was registered for twelve months immediately precedmg the 15th 
ot July, 1902. The facte stated in the case were that prior to 
August, 1901, the appellant had resided at Teignmouth, Devon, 
and that in that month he was appointed by the conference of 
the connexion to Gloucester. The appointment carried with it the 
use and occupation of tne Manse, which was as usual vested in trustees and 
was partially furnished by the circuit. The miuister as occupier was liavle 
for the rates. He was entitled on appointment to a fixed stipend from the 
circuit which might be supplemented by furtner allowances varying 
according to circumstances. ihe appointment, tuough nominally for one 
year only, was ucually for three years, and as .he changes on the circuit 
took place in August, and the list of voters were made up annually in July, 
unless a minister could claim residence for a year by right of succession to 
the office of minister from his predecessor whose place he was movd to 
fill, the firet year of his appointment lost him his vote. The re 
barrister held that the appointment of the Gloucester circuit was not 
promotion to an office within section 33 of the Municipal Corporation Act, 
1882, and he removed the appellant’s name from the list, which, on the 
ground that he had not been in of the qualifying premises 
twelve months, bad been duly objected to: see Foster v. Muihall (1859, 
10 Irish Com. Kep. 532). The objector declined to be made respondent 
to the appeal, and the town clerk for Gloucester was named as 
respondent. if the decision of 7* 


meaning of 45 & 46 Vict. c. 50, 

was to be restored to the list of occupation voters. Appended to tae case 
was a note that on the appellant would put in evidence a priat of 
the Wesleyan Methodist Chapel Model Deed, under the tru:ts of which the 
qualifying premises, No. 6, Falkner-street, Gloucester, were held by 
appellant, and certain other documents not before tne revising barrister, 
and he desired court to know that this evi had it been before 
him, mig counsel 


bmitied ha to the documen’ evidence now 
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Lord Auvexstonz, OC.J., said the question raised was of 
importance as it affected a very great number of ministers all 
over the country who now were liable to lose their right to vote for one 
year by reason of the changes on the circuit taking place in August 
of each year. In the case before them, and on the evidence before 
the revising barrister, he thought the appellant had failed, and that the 
revising barrister was right in removing his name from the list. That was 
the only point they had jurisdiction to decide. It might very: well be 
that when tie deed of appointment and the deeds authorizing the covfer- 
ence to appoint a minister to a manse were gone into, that such an appoint- 
ment might be a promotion to an office such as the law would take 
cognizancs of. It was not their business to go into evidence not before the 
revising barrister, who, in his opinion, on the materials before him had 
come to a perfectly right decision. eet 

Writs and Oxannztt, JJ., concurred, and the appeal was dismissed — 
Counset, Roskill. Soxicrror, Bamford Slack. 


[Reported by Easxivz Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 
PICKARD v. PRESTON. Div. Court. 7th Nov. 


PaRiiaMENTAtyY AND Locat Government Vote—Revisinc BARRISTER, 
APPEAL FROM—STALLHOLDERS aT CENTRAL Lonpon Megat Marxet— 
AtsratTion oF Bounparres oF Marxer—Merrorouitan Meat AnD 
Povtrry Marxer Act, 1860, s. 11 


Case stated by the revising barrister for the East Division of the Parlia- 
mentary Borough of Finsbury. Theappellant claimed as a joint tenant of 
a stall in the Central Meat Market of the City of London to be inserted in 
Division I. of the Occupiers’ List of Electors as a £10 occupier for the East 
Division of the Parliamentary Borough of Finsbury, 8t. Sepulchre Polling 
District, parish of St. Sepulchre. The revising barrister decided that the 
area of the qualifying property was not within the parish of St. Sepulchre, 
Middlesex, mentioned in the Redistribution of Seats Act, 1885, Schedule VI., 
which defined the boundaries of the Parliamentary borough of Finsbury ; 
that the area of the qualifying property had, previously to the Redistribu- 
tion of Seats Act, 1885, ceased to be part of the parish of St. Sepulchre, 
and was within the city of London pursuant to the Metropolitan 
Meat and Poultry Market Act, 1860; and that that was the cas-, 
notwithstanding the provisions relating to rating in section 11 of 
that Act; and he accordingly refused to place the claimant’s name 
upon the register. Counsel for the appellant said when the meat market 
was constructed a small part of the parish of St. ‘Sepulchre was acquired 
by the City of London and formed that part of ths market on which the 

t and seventeen other persons held stalls. Up to last year the 
i t and the other persons had been on the list of voters for the East 
Division of Finsbury, but their names were last year taken off, and the 
revising barrister had refused to replace them on the list on the ground 
that the effect of the Metropolitan Meat and Poultry Market Act, 1860, 
was to bring the portion of St. Sepulchre Parish acquired by the City of 
London within the city. The ground of the appeal was that whereas 
section 11 of that Act expressly provided that the part of the market 
which had been acquired should continue to be rated and assessed as if it 
remained in and continued to form part of the parish of St. Sepulchre, 
that part had never been separated from the parish for Parliam2ntary 
purposes, and the appellant was therefore entitled to be put on the list of 
voters ior East Finsbury. The respondent was not represented. 


Tue Covart (Lord Atvzerstonz, O.J., and Wiis and Cuannew, JJ.) 
held that the Act, for the purposes of protecting the parish, mace pro- 
vision to the effect that that part of the market should continue to be rated 
in and to the rates of that parish did not prevent the land acquired from 
becoming part of the City of London for Parliamentary and other pur- 
poses. ‘Cherefore the revising barrister was right in holding that the 

t had no qualifying occupancy in East sbury, and the appeal 
therofore failed.—Counset, Soper. Soricrron, F. H. Goddard. 


\Reported by Exsxuvz Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


MARSH v. BANTOFT. Div, Court. 7th Nov. 


Panuiauentrany Votre—Recistrration—Votunteer ApsentT on ACTUAL 
Szuevice—*‘ Dvxinc tHe ContinvaNce or THE Puesent War? — 
Dectazation oy Prace—Execrorat Disapmities (Miirary Service) 
Rsymovat Act, 1900 (63 Vicr. c. 8), ss. 1, 3—KixcronaL Disasiiiries 
Remova Act. 1891, s. 2. 


This appeal raised the question whether eoldiers who were eerving at the 
front when peace was declared between this country and the South 
African Republic in June could claim a vote for the current year. 
The appeal was from the refusal of the revising barrister for the 
2 of Ipswich to insert his name on the occupiers’ lit as a 
Parliamentary voter for that borough. ‘The case stated the followin 
facte: The claimant, who was a soldier, had been absent in Sout 
Africa on military service during the whole of tte twelve months previous 
to the 15th of July, 1902. An objection being made to the claim, it was 
argued that the claim was good under the Electoral Disabilities (Military 
Service) Removel Act, 1900 (63 Vict. c. 8), notwithstanding his absence. 
The revising barrister decided that the claim was bad because the war 
im South Africa had come to an end when was declared in June, and 
he considered that the absence of Marsh during the rest of the qualifying 
period was consequently not an “absence during the continusnce of the 

war”’ within the of section 3 of the Act, and he accord- 
dicallowed the claim of Marsh and two other who claimed on 
the seme ground. Section 1, sub-section 1, of the Act of 1900 provides that 
* @ person shall not be ualified for being registered for 


v “oe ae 
in respect of a quali for which any sesldency or inhabitency {s 





required by reason only that during the whole or any part of the qualify. 
i . period he has, yh member of the Reserve, Militia, Yeomanry or 
Volunteer forces, or otherwise as a volunteer, been absent on actual military 
service on behalf of the Crown whether beyond the seas or not.“ By 
section 3, ‘‘ this Act shall apply only to absence during the continuance of 
the present war in South Africa.’’ Counsel for the appellant submitted 
that although the decision appealed from might, having regard to the 
words of section 3, be strictly correct, yet for the court to take that narrow 
view would be to give aconstruction to the statute that would defeat the very 
object for which the statute was passed, and he invited the court to construe 
the words ‘‘ during the continuance of the war’’ as including all warlike 
operations and necessary movement of troops. Further, even if the Act 
of 1900 only excused the absence of the appellant up to the declaration of 
peace, his absence during the remaining period after the 15th of July was 
covered by the provisions of the Electoral Disabilities Removal Act, 1891, 
s, 2, which enacted that ‘‘a person shall not be disqualified from being 
registered . . . by reason only that during part of the qualifying 
period, not exceeding four months during any one term, he has in the 

rformance of any duty . . . been absent from his dwelling-house or 
fodgings.” No one appeared for the respondent. 

Lord Axversronz, 0.J., said the court differed on the grounds upon 
which this appeal should be allowed, but they were agreed that the 
revising barrister ought to have allowed the claim. For himself he was 
content to base his judgment on the construction to be put on sections 1 
and 3 of the Act of 1900, and to hold that “‘ during ’’ the war referred less 
to the continuance of the war than to the services rendered necessary by 
the war. In any case the Act of 1891 got over the difficulty, if the not 
strictly grammatical construction he placed on the Act was too wide. 


Wits, J., felt great difficulty in construing the words of the Act of 


1900 as liberally as they had been construed, but even on the narrowest © 


construction the claimant was excused absence up to June, and the remain- 
ing few weeks were covered by the Act of 1891, so that whichever con- 
struction was placed on the earlier Act it seemed to him that the appeal 
must succeed. . 

CHANNELL, J., said that as the question could never arise agsin under 
the Act of 1900, it was unnecessary to consider what was a reasonable 
construction to be placed on the words ‘during the continuance of the 
present war.’”? This was the more unnecessary because the Act of 1891 
seemed te him to cover the appellant’s case. ‘The appeal was accordingly 
allowed, but no order made for costs.—Covunsz1, Daldy. Soxicrrors, Harton, 
Briscoe, § Berkley. 


[Reported by Exsxinz Resp, Esq., Barrister-at-Lav.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
MACGUARE v. MILLIGAN. Swinfen Eady, J. 12th Nov. 


Caarce ror Notices or Appiications ON FurtrHer Directions Arren 
ORDER ror Dreections Maps. 


This was a summons to review the taxation of a bill of costs, and raised 
an important question as to what was the proper charge to be allowed for 
notices of applications on further directions after an order for directions 
has been ein the action. Before the practice arose of summonses for 
directions, the charges for ordinary summonses were: Preparing and 
attending to issue, 3s.; paid, 3s.; copy for chambers, 2s.; copy and service 
on the other side, 3s. 6d. Since it has been the practice to issue in every 
action a summons for directions and for ali subsequent applica'ions to be 
made by a notice, inetea a of a summons, and in place of tue allowances 
formerly made for the summons, the taxing-masters now allow: Preparing 
and attending to issue, ls. 6d.; copy and service, 2s. 6d,; copy for 
chambers, 1s. In the present case the latter sums had been allowed b 
the master for notices, and it was contended on behalf of the plaintiffs 
that the former amounts ought to have been allowed as in the case of a 
summons. 


Swinren Eapy, J., in giving judgment, said that in substance the 
question raised by the summons was whether an allowance of 5s. each for 
notices after a summons for directions had been taken out was a reasonable 
and proper allowance. There was nothing special in the particular case, 
and the matter was one which must be determined on general principles. 
The present summons was taken out with a view of ascertaining what was 
the practice to be adopted in future cases. In accordance with the usual 
practice, a summons for directions was taken out, and then followed 
notices as to matters incidental—wz , for discovery of documents and a 
notice to stay the action on the terms of a compromise. The point taken 
by counsel was that a notice following a summons for directions was not 
provided for by Appendix N to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, 
and, therefore, that the old practice ought to be applied. Item 51 
in Appendix N is ‘‘ For preparing any necessary or proper notice, not 
otherwise provided for, or any demand pursuant to ord. 7, rr. 1 and 2, 
1s. 6d.”” His lordehip was unable to appreciate why the notice in question 
did not fall with that item, It was true that nptices under summonses for 
directions were not in force when the scale in Appendix N was prepared, 
but the item applied to all notices not otherwise provided for. ‘T'he 5s. 
fixed by the master was a fair and reasonable sum for the work in the 
present case. In some cases it might be high; in others it might be 
insufficient; but, if the notice were a special one, the master, under 
item 52, might make a special allowance. Under ord. 65, r. 38, the 
master in taxing costs had a very wide discretion. In the generality of 
cases the sum of 5s. was a fair and reasonable sum to allow for notices, 
The summons, therefore, failed and would be dismis.ed with costs.— 
Oounset, Borthwick ; Rolt,—Times. 
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Solicitor Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 
Nov. 6.—Farancis Hucs pz Mortimer Macxturosn, of 59, Chancery-lane, 


— Solicitor Ordered to be Suspended. 


Nov. 6.—Hanry Morace Pratt (88, High-street, Sandgate, Kent), 
suspended for two years. 








Law Societies. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Wednesday, the 12th 
inst., Mr Grantham R. Dodd in the chair, the other directors present being 
Mesers. Walter Dowson, Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), W. H. Gray, J. 
Roger B. Gregory, H. E. Gribble, Richard Pennington, J.P., W. A. Sharpr, 
RB. S. Taylor, Maurice A. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott ( r 

A sum of £650 was distributed in grants of relief, nineteen new members 
were admitted to the association, and other general business was trans- 


acted. 





United Law Society. 


Nov. 10.—Mr. J. F. W. Galbraith presided.—Members present 
were Messrs. W. S. Clayton Greene, H. 8. Bishop, O. A. Thompson, 
0. Hopkinson, J. H. Sturgess, N. Tebbutt, W. J. Boycott, O. Kains Jack- 
son, W. Lee Nach, J. W. Weigall, T. Uttaway, and J. Wylie; and vicitor 
Mr. E. D. Wetton. Mr. 0. G. Moran, Mr. ©. St. J. Nicholson, and Mr. J. 
Young were elected members. Mr. W. J. Boycott moved ‘‘ That measures 
should be taken for the exclusion of pauper aliens from this country.” 
Mr. O. K. Jackson opposed. The speakers were Messrs. E. D. Wetton, 
0. A. Hopkinson, J. H. Sturgess, W. 8. Clayton Greene, and N. Tebbutt. 
The motion was carried. 


— — 


Law Association. 


A meeting of the directors was held at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society on Thursday, the 6th of November, 1902, Mr. Arthur Toovey in 
the chair. The other directors present were: Mr. Daw, Mr. Foss, Mr. 
Nisbet, Mr. Peacock, Mr. Rem, and Mr. Vallance. A sum of £30 was 
yoted in relief of a solicitor’s daughter, and other general business 
transacted. 





The Hardwicke Society. 


The annual general meeting of the members of this society was held on 
the 7th inst., im the Inner Temple Lecture Hall. Mr. J. F. Galbraith, 
the president,was in the chair, and there was a full:attendance. In their 
annual report the committee congratulate the society upon its continued 
prosperity, and point out that during the past session twenty-five meetings 
were held at which debates took place, it being found possible to continue 
the meetings until the 17th of June with satisfactory results. The 
attendance was good throughout, the average being thirty-three, and the 
largest attendance on any evening fifty-four. The debates bad ranged 
over a wide area of subjects, aud im all cases the discussions were 
lateresting and animated. Tne debating power had been well maintained. 
The society had been strengthened by the election of 108 new members 
during the session. In conclusion, the committee emphasized the 
mportance of new members being obtained, inasmuch as life sub- 
scriptions were practically the society’s sole source of income. More- 
over, its prestige could only be maintained by new members regularly 
taking part in the debates t> replace older members who, from various 
causes, from time to time retired from active participation in the 
proceedings. The balance-sheet shews a small surplud, while the assets 
are £136, with no liabilities. 

On the motion of the hon. treasurer, Mr. P. Morle, the committee's 
report and statement of accounts were unanimously adopted. 

A ballot was then taken for president for the ensuing year, the candi- 
dates being Mr. F. H. Corbet (vice-president) and Mr. Stanley Latham. 
Mr. Corbet was elected by a majority of eighteen votes. Mr. Galbraith 
then vacated the chair, which was taken by the new president. 

On the motion of Mr. Walsh, seconded by Mr. Matthews, a cordial vote 
of thanks was passwd to the retiring president for his services to the 
society during his term of office. 

Mr. Morle was elected vice-president, Mr. W. Valentine Ball and Mr. 
J. F. Ourr secretaries, while Mr. Stanley Latham, Mr. H. Guttridge, Mr. 
8. Merlin, and Mr. W. Higgins were chosen to serve on the committee. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 
Socrrry.—Nov. 11.—Ohairman, Mr. 


Law Srupents’ Denartine 


Robert D. Gordon —T've subject for debate was: “That this house 
regrets that Lord Kitchener has not been appoin 


ted to some tion in 


Barrett opened in the Peles, FE The following members also spoke: 


Meesrs. Adams, Harnett, ugh Rendell, Davis, Olarke, Hastings, 
Rhodes, Fettes, John Rendell. The motion was carried by two votes. 

Brmaincuam Law Srvupents’ Society.— Nov. 11.—The — of 
the society, Mr. W. H. Whitelock, delivered a lecture enti High 
Court Procedure.’”? The meeting drew a record attendance of members, 
who listened attentively to a and exhaustive exposition of the 
subject. A hearty vote of thanks to the lecturer brought meeting toa 
close. 


The Lord Chancellor and Land 


Registration. 


Mr. J. E. Gray Hu, =e of the Incorporated Law Society, 
has addressed a letter to the Zimes, in which he says: I am desired 
Council of this society to say that their attention has been called 
review by the Lord Chancellor, published in the Times of the 24th ult. 
articles in the forthcoming sixth of the new volumes of the “ 
pedia Britannica.’’ In this review, with reference to ‘‘ Land Registration,’ 
the Lord Cnancellor says: ‘ The rae | ven by Mr. Brickdale 
interesting as disclosing how the efforts of t and a consensus of 
the most eminent lawyers for generations have been rendered nugatory by 
the efforts of a comparatively small claes to preserve an endless source of 
profitable employment for themselves,” and again the Lord Chancellor 
says: “How successfully Parliament itself has been bafiled appears by 
the tardy success of the last effort to overcome the interested opposition 
of those to whom the old system is so valuable.” 

These remarks, which are unsupported by ey 4 in the ariicles under 
review, undoubtedly reflect seriously on the whole body of solicitors, and 
on the Council as representing them, and the Council deeply regret that 
the Lord Chancellor should have deemed it right to publish a charge 
which is unjust and unfounded. The Council emphatically deny that 

the 








Seisgd 
Fe FR: 


e 


there is any ground for the imputation of interested motives in the 
which they and solicitors y have adopted with reference to 
system of registration of titles, and they are prepared to shew that so far 
from that system being contrary to the pecuniary interests of solicitors, its 
operation has in the majority of cases tended not to diminish but to 
increase their remuneration. The Council maintain that the system, 
instead of facilitating, impedes transactions in land, and, instead of 
lessening expense, adds to it. 

When the Bill of 1897 was in Parliament it was generally understood 
that the system was for a definite period to be tried in a limited area, and 
tbat after such trial the effect of its operation was to be ascertained for 
future guidance. The experiment having thus been tried, the Council have 
repeatedly utged that an impartial should be instituted and 
evidence taken, but the Government, sheltered by the reports of officials 
“to whom the new system is so valuable,’”’ will not venture to face the 
result of such an investigation, and seem bent on the establishment of a 
huge system of officialism, with its incident of enormous patronage, to the 
disadvantage and at the cost of the owners of land. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Colonel W. T. Maxtns, barrister-at-law, has been created a Baronet. 
He was called to the bar in 1863. 

Mr. Joun Hottams, solicitor, has received the honour of Knighthood. 
Mr. Hollams was admitted in 1844. 

Mr. Witu1aM Joun Crump, solicitor, has received the honour of Knight- 
hood. Mr. Crump was admitted in 1876. 

Mr. Epwin Hveues, solicitor, of Woolwich, has received the honour of 
Knighthood. Mr. Hughes was admitted in 1860. 

Mr. Cuantes Joxn Foutert, 0.B., solicitor to the Commissioners of 
Customs, has received the honour of Knighthood. 

Mr. WiutumM Mac Goopman, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of 
the Colony of Hong Kong, and Mr. Henny ALLexns Bovaxt, Chief Justice 
of British Guiana, have received the honour of Knighthood. 

Mr. Anruvr T. Turre, barrister-at-law, has been made a Companion 
of the Order of the Bath. Mr. Thring was called to the bar in 1887. 

Mr. W. A. Iyperwicx, barrister-at-law, has been appointed District 
Probate Registrar at Norwich in succession to the late Mr. Harman. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 

Wiuuram Exey and Joun Niextrxcats Wixen, solicitors (Eley & Winch), 
03 and 94, Uhancery-lane, London. June 1. Such business will be 
carried on m future by the said William Eley. 

Atusat Tuoxas Mitas and Tuomas Asney Nespxax, solicitors (Mille & 
Needham), Manchester. Nov. 1. The said Thomas Ashby Needham will 
continue the business in his own name at the same address. 





the War Office.” Mr, Alfred Dods opened in the affirmative. 


. H. G. 


[ Gazette, Nov. 11. 
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Information Required. 


Tsaac Cataprne Srrone, deceased.—Information is required as to the 
execution of any Will by the above-named deceased. Address, Draper & 
ton, 3, Vincent-square, Westminster. 

Wrtram Wriiamson Kerr, deceased.—If any solicitor or other person 
has in his possession a Will, or Testamentary Settlement, made by the now 
deceased William Williamson Kerr, Esq., of the Athenzum, Pall Mall, 
8.W., and Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, who lately resided at 78, 
Oxford-terrace, Hyde Park, W., or can give any information as to any 
such document, he is requested to communicate with Messrs. Mylne & 
Campbell, W.S., 36, Castle-street, Edinburgh. 





General. 


The Supreme Court of Judicature Bill passed through Committee of the 
House of Commons, with amendments, on the 8th inst. 


The New York correspondent of the Daily Mail says that the trial of 
R-land B. Molineux, who was acquitted of the ‘‘ poison by post’’ crime, 
has cost the State fully £50,000, and General Molineux, the prisoner’s 
father, is said to have expended over £40,000 for the defence. 


At the Taunton Assizes last week, before Mr. Justice Wright, Frank 
Lewis Biggs, a shopman, pleaded “‘ guilty ’’ to forgery and false pre- 
tences. Mr. Justice Wright said that it was ‘an outrage and a disgrace 
to tnis country ’’ that the prisoner had been in prison nearly five months 
awaiting his trial. Mr. Wethered, for the defence, stated that the bail 
was fixed at £1,000. His lordsbip said that that was absolutely prohibitive, 
and the prisoner ought to have applied to a judge in London for a reduc- 
tion of the ball. This, it was stated, the prisoner was unable to do owing 
to poverty. The learned judge said that the prisoner had already been in 
prison longer than any sentence he would have passed upon him, and that 
the clerks to the justices must advise their respective benches to give bail 
on ali possible occasions. The only sentence he could pass was one that 
would enable the prisoner to be immediately discharged. The prisoner 
must enter into recognizances in the sum of £50 to come up for judgment 
when called upon. 

The limite of the belligerent rights of revolutionists against the subjects 
of governments other than their own have, says the Law Magazine and 
Review, been somewhat forcibly illustrated by the destruction of the 
gunboat Créte a Pierrot belonging to the Firminist insurgents in Hayti by 
a German cruicer, on the ground of her piratical conduct in seizing from a 
German merchantman in Haytian waters munitions of war intended for 
tne forces of the Haytian Government. The rule observed in practice 
with regard to piratical acts (i¢, done without commission from a 

ized government) committed for political ends against a particular 
State is, that other nations do not interfere to prevent them, especially 
when committed in civil war, unless they lead to acts of violence against 
ships of other States, in which case they can take measures to protect 
their own subjects. The case of The Huascar in 1877 {(Hall, 277), a 
Peruvian warship, seized by insurgents at Callao, is very similar to the 
present one. The vessel put to sea to meet the insurgent leaders at 
Iquique, took a suppiy of coal from a British steamer without payment, 
and stopped another and took out of her two Peruvian officers. The 
Peruvian Government disclaimed any responsibility for her actions ; and 
tne admurai of the British squ«dron in those waters, on the ground that 
The Huascar was acting piraticaily against British ships and property, 
fought on action with ber, from which she escaped only to eurrender to 
Peruvian men-of-war. Owing to the popular feeling in Peru, the 
Peruvian Government demanded satisfaction, but the British Government 
refused it, upnolding the action of the admir«l, and the claim was 
dropped. The case cannot, however, be regarded as a safe general 
precedent ; the use of force should only be permitted to the extent of 
preventing the hostile acts being repeated against neutral property. 

Tie Home Office has issued to chief constables, clerks to justices, and clerks 
to licemeing justices, circulars calling attention to the changes in ths law 
as regards licensing which will come into force on the Ist of January next. 
‘he circular to chief constables states among other things that the first 
section of the Act gives the same power of arrest in the case of a person who 
is drunk and incapable as <e given in the case of a person who is drunk and 
disorderly by eection 12 of the Licensing Act of 1872. By section 26 and 
27 it is made an offence to supply or keep intoxicating liquor in an 
unregistered club or to eupply liquor in a registered club for 
consumption cff the premises except to a member on the premises. 
The recent decision in Davies v. Burnctt (1902, 1 K. B. D. 666), will be psrtially 
superseded when section 27 is in force. Section 28 provides that a court 
of sammary jurisdiction may make an order directing a club to be struck 
off tte regisier on certain grounds ; and section 29 enables a justice to 
grant a search warrant to a constable when there is ground to suppose that a 
registered club is mismanaged, or that intoxicsting liquor S al or 

ied at an unregistered club. The circular to the clerks to justices 
states that by section 9 the systemof endorsing convictions on licences is 
abolsehed, and provisions ure made for a complete record *of such 
convictions in the register of licences to be kept by the clerk to the 
justices. Section 11 provides for the more effective control by 





justices over the structure of licensed premises, and enacts that if 
alterations of the character defined by the section are made without the | 
conseut of the licensing justices a court of summary jari-diction may declare 
the licence to be forteited, or may order the restoration of the premises to | 
thetr origins! condition. A licensed person who fails to comply with an 
oder made by the licensing justices on renewing the licence, requiring 
alterations in the premises, will be liable on 4 summary conviction to a | 





daily fine during the continuance of the default, The object of section 
12 is to rem6ve the disqualification imposed by section 60 of the Li 

Act, 1872, in the case of a justice interested in a railway company whicy 
retails intoxicating liquor. Difficulty has been experienced in some 
districts in finding a sufficient number of justices who were not share. 
holders in such companies. The circular states that clerks to the licensing 
justices are to take notice that section 13 will prevent a clerk to licensing 
justices from practising in licensing matters before a licensing or petty 
sessions held for the district for which he isthe clerk. Section 16 ig 
intended to secure that the transfer of licences shall be granted only after 
proper inquiry, and with this object the licensing justices are given new 
powers. ‘They will also have the means of preventing, when expedient, 
repeated applications for the tranefer of a licence. 








Warnine To Intenpine Hovss Purcuasers anv Lesszzes.—Before pur. 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary Arrangements independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary Engineering Oo. (H. 
Oarter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tel s: Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 
pe onc Pees, 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or ReaisTrars 1s ATTENDANCE OF 











Date Emexcency <Appgeat Court Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
* Rora. 0. 2. KEKEWICH. Byrne, 
Monday, Nov. ...........17 Mr. W. Leach Mr. Jackson Mr. Theed Mr. King 
Tuesday ..... 18 Theed Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Wednesday 19 well Jack Theed King 
Thursday .. a Church Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Friday ..... Farmer Jackson heed King 
— J King Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Date. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
* FarwELL. BUCKLEY. Joycg, Swinren Eapy, 
Mr. R. Leach Mr. Church Mr. Pemberton 
ington Godfrey Greswell Jackson 
R. Leach Church Carrington 
Carrington Godfrey Greswell Beal 
R. Leach Church Godfrey 
i Godfrey Greswell R. Leach 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


Nov. 18.—Messrs, Davip Burnett & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Reversion, lady aged 63, te 
£1,702 North-Eastern Railway Consols; Contingeat Reversion to a legacy of £5,000 in 
the event of a male, born Nov. 17, 1888. dying under 21 years of age. Solicitor, 
Charies Mylne Barker, Eeq., Loodon.—Kensington: A Modern Town Residence, 
known as 48, Kim Park-gardens; vacant nm. Solicitor, Charles Mylne Barker, 
Esq., London —City of Lonson: The important Block of Shop and Office Property, 
known as Camomiie-street Chambers, Bishopegate-street, producing, when ail let, 
£5,499 10s, per annum. Solicitor, Messrs. James, Mellor, & Coleman, London.—City 
of London (on the borders of) : Freehold and Leasehold Business Premises, known a8 
Nos. 21 te 83 (odd numbers) Great Eastern-street, and Nos, 40 and 41, Holywell-lane, 
let on ¥ g leases at £2,317 per annum. (See advertisements, Nov. 1, p. 17.) 

Nov. 18.—Messrs Dresennam, Tewsoyw. Farmer, & Baincewares, at the Mart, at 2:— 
Highgate: The Freehold detached Family Residence, known as Park Villa, Hamp- 
stead-iane, in the highest part of this favourite district, close to the tramway 
route and Hig and GospeljOak Railway Stations. Solicitors, Messrs. Peachey & 
son, London —. m and Clapham: A Freehold Ground-rent of £96 per annum, 

- secured upon Nos. 17, 19, 21, 23, and 25, Balham-hill. A valuable Freehold Estate, 
comprising Nos. 30 (Preston St. Mary), 31 (The Hollies), 32 (Gorton Lodge), and 38, 
North-side, Clapham Common; at rents of £110, £181, £70, and £87 per annum, 
Solicitor, George Thatcher, Esq., London.— Willesden Green (near the Railway Station), 
in separate lots, Freeholds : croft, Willesden-lane, a Detached House, wi'h large 
garden and stabling, let at £95 per annum; Mapes-hill House, Willesden-lune, & 
Detached Family Residence, let at a ground-rent of £21 per annum, with reversion 
to rack-rental of about £140 in 1947. Solicitors, Messrs. Phillips, Cummings, & 
Mason, London. (See advertisements, Nov. 1, p. 17.) 

Nov 19,—Mesers. H. E. Fostex & Cnranvizip, at the Mart, at 2:—Valuable Freehold 
Ground-reats, amounting to £459 #s. 4d. per annum, arising out of 244 Shops and 
Private Houses, with the reversions to rack-rents, estima’ at £9,362 per annum, 
wil fall into possession in 1940, in Four Lots. Solicitor, J. P. Court, Keq., Liverpool, 
— Stratford, Leyion, dam wersmith, Kilburn, Canning Town, and Harlsfield : 
G:ound-rents, amounting to £624 1ss. annum, arising out of 132 Houses and Shvps 
Solicitors, Messrs. F. J. Larr & Sons, Bristol.—Loughborough Junction and Putney: 
Long Leasehold Investments in well-letting House P. rty, producing £860 12s. per 

Solicitors, Messrs, ¥. J. ‘farr & Sons, Bristol, 
Nov, 20: —Messrs H. EB, Fostex & Cuanrvitvp, at the Mart, at 2 :— 
REVERSIONARY LIFE INTERESTS: 
Of a gentleman aged 28, in One-third of £266 perannum. Solicitor, 0. W. Long- 
ord, London 


ford, ¥ 
Of a gentleman aged 36, in a Moiety of a Trust Estate, producing £',623 
— , Messra Belles & Co., London. : * 
REVERSIONS: 


To One-sixth of a Trust Estate, Railway Stocks, &c., value £12,668; lady aged 
75. sovicitors, Messrs, Lyne & Holman, London. 
To One-third of a Trust Estate, Waterworks Stock, &c,, value £3,800; lady aged 


58. Bolicitors, Messrs. Tippetts, London. 
To One-fourth of £11,000 2] per Cent. Consols ;“lady aged 43. Solicitors, Messrs. 


& Adams, 
To One-seventh of £2,746 14s. 114, New Zealand 8 Cent, Stock ; lady aged 63, 
ovided # gentieman aged 26 survive her. Solicitor, Aifred I, Pidauck, Eq, 


To Une-third of Trust Fund, Railway Stocks, value £39,704; lives 89, 70, and 42, 
Solicitors, Mess s. Hastie, " 
To Two-fifths of £2,050 on Mortgage ; lady aged 68. Solicitors, Messrs. Parkes & 


Browae, London, 
To One-tenth of « Trust Fund, value £23,740 in Corporation Stock ; lady aged 67, 
Bolicitors, Messrs, Gouid & Bwayne, Glastonbury. 
To One-third of £7,787 India 84 per Cent. Btock; lady aged 70, Bolicitom, 
Mesers. Barlow & Barlow, London, y 
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E INTEREST of a lade aged 4% in Freehold , producing €3 Soe annum ; 
"OF also the REVERSIONARY “IPs INTEREST of same lady in £2,850, 
together with the Reversion to One-third of the Property and Fund. Solicitors, 
ES for iron, eanno aan a £2,000, £1,000, £1,000. €900, om = 
ICTES Mk, 0 ye £2, 2 5 a ,000, 
* Solicitora. Messrs, “ex Lynch, & *— ~~ S » 
Messrs. go Homes, & Sons, Messra, Wi der, Steed 
L Pidduck, Esq. * London; and Sapte Bieke “ie — L of V 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 
Nov. —— FAreBRorTHeEs, — Ecertox, Breacu, Gatswortuy, & Co.. at the 
Mart, at 2: Camden Town, N.W. (at the junction of the —2 and Kentish 
—— immediatoly adjoining the site of the authorized tion of the 
Cross, Euston. and Hampstead Ruilway): Valuable Freehold Bop ae 


all part rack-rents, together amounting to £500 per annum ; rental 
ended 6,288," Bolicto-s, Messrs. Sheard & Sak ———— 
Nov. 1, p- 17. 








For Txroat Ireiration anp Covcn ‘‘Epps’s Glycerine Jujubes” 
always prove effective. They soften and clear the voice, and are invaluable 
to all suffering from cough, soreness, or dryness of the throat. _ Sold only 
in labelled tins, price 7}d. and 1s. 14a. James Epps & Co., Ltd., Homao- 
pathic Chemists, London. —[Anvr.] 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liarrep 1x CHANOERY. 

Aurrev & Sox, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 4, directed to be heard 
Nov 18 Woodbridge & Sons, 5, Serjeants’ inn. Fleet st, solors. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not ‘later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Nov 17 

Asnrorp Manor Estate ano Gotr Crus Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required. on 
before Dec 15, to send their names and addresses to William Arthur Smithe, 178, Wool 
Exchange. Rawlins, 52, Queen Victoria st, solor to liquidator 

Bing acBE PS, —— (rN Liqurpatiox)—Creditors are yy on or before Dec 5, to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of debts or claims, to John 
Waltr Richardson. cre, nr Chor! 

Buaznycwm SLATE Quaray Co, Liurrzp—Oreditors are required, on or before Dec 29, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Went- 
worth Hyde Price, 21, High st. Cardiff. Morgan & C>, solors for liquitator 

Cuwo Cart Co, Lantrep (1x Votunrary Liqurpatioy) —Creditors are required. on or 
before Dec 4, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Henry Lees, care of 0. H. Wade & Co, Cross st, Manchester 

New Impzerat Execrrro Lampe Co, Lumrep—Peta for winding up, Ly oy Nov 6, 
directed to be heard Nov 18. Rehders & Higgs, Mincing In, for petners, 
Notice of epomaring must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’elock in the after- 
noon of Nov 1 

Ove-Hanp Cork Putier Co, Limrep—Creditors are required. on or before Dec 381, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 8. 
Holt. 8. Cook st Evans & Co, Liverpool, solors to liquidator 

—— SynpicaTs, Luutrep—Creditors are required. on or before Dec 10, to send their 

addresses, and the particulars of their debta or claims, to Charles Frederick 
Barton, Norfolk House, Laurence Pountney hill Ward, 5, Verulam bldgs, Gray’s inn, 
solor for liquidator 

be ped Pusiic Hatt Association, Liwrrep —Oreditors are required, on or before Dec 18, 

send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederick Foy Smith, 40, King st, Wigan 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov, 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Limirep rm CHANOERY. 


Finance Same — Inpusteizs Association, Liurrep—Peta for up, P presented 
Nov 6, 4 be heard Novy 95, Churchill, Essex st, Strand, solor for petner. 
—— ph reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of Nov 24 

aly E, —— LimritEp—Petn * winding. up, presented Nov 6, directed 4 be heard 
Huddersfield Nov 28, Mills & Co, Station st. Phdge, Huddersfield. solors for petner 


Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in ‘oe after- 

noon of Nov 27 

Lospox anp Vanoouver Fivyancr anp Drvetorment Co, ome Cotes are 
required, on or before Dec 13. to send their names and dresses, and Se eae S 

their debts or claims, to Charles Frederick hey Norfolk House, Laurence Pountney 

Ward, Verulam bldg*, Gray’s inn, solor for liquidator 

Creditors are req on or before Dec 18, to send their names ont 

the particulars of their debts or claims, to John William Barratt, 15 
16, — st, Birmingham. Edge & Ellison, solors to liquidator 

Miyzrats Repvotion, Linrrxo —Oreditor are uired, on or before Dec 10, to send their 
names and addreeses, and the p alars of th: — or claims, to Charles Whinfield 
Aston Key, 2, Metal Exchange bidge, Leadenhall a 

N. J. Power. & Co, Liurrzp—Creditors are ——— on or before Dec 2), to sed their 
ames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to Arthur H. 
Racdall, 23, St Swithin’s la 

Suey Coat Co, Limrtzp 8 —* IDATION) —“reditors are required, on or before Deo 24, 

to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or cine, to 

Robert Gair, Oathedral bidgs. Dean st. Neworstle upoa Tyne. Wilkinson & Marshall, 
Neweastle on Tyne, solors to liquidator 

TeLescriPror * wporcaTs, Limrrro—Petn for winding uv, presented Nov 7, directed to 
be heard on Nov 25. Rogers & Co, 13 Victoria st, Westminster, solors for petners 
~sapJ gf appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of Nov 24 


Macor, — J 








Creditors' Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram, 
London Gasette.—Turapay, Nov. 4 
ee" Tuomas Tin'ey, zen, Merchant Decl Herts v Labatt, Kekewich, J Gordon, 
Cheapside, Bradford 
London Gasette,—Frivay, Nov, 7 


— Jou, Germans, Bettws, — Builder Dee 5 Howells v Howells, 
Swinfen Hady,J Davies, Liandilo 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Laer Day oF Cnatm,. 
London Gaxzette,—Fruivay, Oot. 24, 


— 2— Epwix, Whitshurch, Hereford, Innkeeper Nov 24 Powles & Vizard, 


BALLinceEr, —— Map V Hereford 
eats ea pocks, Symonds Yat, Whitchurch, Nov 24 
—— Many Axx York Bd Boe. Tot orn 

aRRow, WiLLiaM Henryy ‘ov 21 Barrow, Brighton 
Bawrnzz, Puase, Sutton, Surrey | Deo st 
SEADNELL, MATILDA, —— 
Boots, THomas. 
Barner, Axx PrIscriia, Wimborne, 
Bromiey, CHARLES, —* »le, Yorks, Wine Merchant Dec 1 
Breoxes, E.izasera, Twickenham Novy 2l Campbell & 
Brown, Gzorc:, Morley, V Fermer Nov 25 Scholefield & Co, —— 
Cackert, Epwarp Viiau, next Gravesend, Greengrocer 

id Jewry chmbrs 

Caret, Bertae Avenue d’Jena, — Decé Ince & Fenchurch 
CHIPPENDALE, — Westbourne pk Nov 20 He & Gave. Nicholas lane, 


Lom 
CiaprerTon, Georcina Fraw Hangierr, Bournemouth Trevaniog» 
Bournemouth — * we — 
Davies, Tuomas, Liverpool, AE vag ee Co, Liverpool 


Reedsman 
Davies, Tuomas, Gt Crosby, peti Nor 
Daviss, E.tey, Gt Crosby Nov 3 Coe, La 


Davis. Josepa. Glos, Keeper 24 Rooke & Macdonald, Bath 
Dow«xer, Jous James, Tunbridge Wells Decl Pearless & , Tunbridge Wells 
wn Dec5 & May, Austin 


GILFILLAN, 48CHIBALD Macatpinz, Woodberry Do' 


Goopmay, Rosia, Dee 1 Pearman & Co, Walsall 
Gort, Jouy, Rewdon. pr — Dee s Sharpe, Bradford 
——— Cuan.es, Koightsbridge Nov 30 Leighton & Savory, Glement's inn, 


Hopopive, Een Amy, Anerley Nov 22 Futyoye & John st, Bedford row 
Bowanra, Berry. Midleton N.v27 Ascroft & thaw iW, Oidhain 

UGHES Magcaret CHARLOTTE, 
JOHNSON, —— Carman, Ferry bil, Durham” Dad Bubs 

upon 

JOLLIFFE, —— Clapton Dees Blake & Portsmouth 
Lawros, Wittiam, Glossop, Derby Dee 1 eo! 
Lawton, Haywau, Gloes»p. Derby Decl Moras, Glossop 
Loves, James Ricnarp, Bethnal Green Nov 22 Eiwin & * Trinity st, Southwark 
Masoy, Tuomas, Warton, Lancs Dec6 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 
Nevittz, Hanyang, Oxford WN 


Newcastle 


Pirt, Eowarp Jerreaizs, Stonehouse, Nov 30 Norris, Stroud 
—— James, Chiswick Dee 10 ooller. Clement’s ina, 

‘ORTER, ALFRED, ston, Stationer Nov 24 Barnard, Westminster Bridge rd 
Paice, Jessiz, Beckenham Nov 27? Gasquet & Metcalfe, Gt Tower st 
Roserts, Tuomas, e —— Davie & Son, Buckiagham st, Strand 
*cHULMAN, JULES, Hercules Nov 24 Grunebaum, Sly pl 
Sraty, Avs, Bath Nov25 Ha Co, Surrey st, Strand 
Soppy, Joux, Urmston, Lanes Nov 21 Rowland. 
Stuspss, Mary, Jarrow Dec5 & Newcastle upon Tyne 


Tay.or. Bey, Braes Moulder Nov 17 Leeds 
Tavros, Witt1am, King’s Heath, King’s Nortoa, Worcester Dec 1 Wood & Co, 


THompson Susanna, Leeds Nov 25 Parkin & Co, Doncaster 
ae Jousx Boriase, Barton Seagrave, Northampten Nov 25 Lamb & Stringer, 


ettering 
Twas, Jou. East Markham, N. Auctioneer Nov 8 & Wi 
— otts, lov 8 Bescoby iltiamson, East 


Wean, THomas, Northu nberland, Farmer Dec? Doulas; Alowick 
Wesstes, Davip — ——— rd Novi? Romain. Without 
Weston, Grorce. Melk 

Woon, Josep Epwrs, ——— the’ Manufacturer Nov 25 

Wooprorp, Ayna Maria, Chariton, Kent Nov 25 Scholefield & Co, “Batley 
Wrcuea.ey, » Hadley, Salop Nov 21 Dean, Wellington, Salop 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Oct. 28, 


Builder Dee 10 Stubbs. Birm 


Astos, Epwarp, 
Devon Decl Foomend & Sons, Axminster 


Birmingham, 
Bownpier, Exizazers 8SvucKNOL®, Axminster, 
Joyce, Jouy. Norwich Ni 
Bromwics, — ** 


G@CIE, Grosvenor st 


Copestick, a... Davip & Co, Budge row 

Danxs, Tuomas, Stour 1 “Hooper Pairbairn, 

Sums, Feent Wisoy, thorpe, nr Huddersfield, Manufacturer Nov 17 Revell & 
evel 


1, 
Freame, Fevice Evtex. Powiek, Worcester Dee S Jeffery, Worcester 
Gagner, Ricuarp. Birkenhead, Team Owner Nov 29 Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 
Giatine, Wiitiam Wateas Falbam Nov 29 Mitchell & & Mallinsoa, Fenchurch st 
— — Hermax, Egremont, Licensed Victualier Dec 1 Pennington & 


igson, 
eee, Mae, Bee cael, toate “ter ae Bites & Welaas, Goals 
ASELL, CATHERINE, ‘ov x am st 
—— — —— —J Trower Wa On Laven Linealn’s ian 
UTOHINSON DWARD, Liverpool Toulmin verpool 
Kent. Jaues, 8neffie'd DecoS Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
Lonemora, Col Cuantes Marrarw, Gospart, Southampton Dec 3i Swonder & Long- 


more, Hertford 
Marquis, Cuanterrer Buuen. Aldershot Nov *8 Martin & Nicholson, Queea st 
Mrix.e, Joun, Liverp ol, Licensed Victualler Nov 28 Sefton, Liverpool 


Miciea, Hewry Marruew, Sevenoaks Nov 238 2 > &. & Co, Seveaoaks 
Myers, Soar 4nvotp Frepeaicx Southp wt, Cook Nor 23 Wordea & Ashington, 


Southport 
Piant, Bowunp Carrer, Bristol ie = Sinnott & Son, Bristol 
—— — Curupert, Gateshead, Wine Merchant Nov 22 Bowden & Oo, Newonstle 


—— — Henry, Stanford Hall, Notts Dec s Small & Talbot, Barton on 

Rossrys, Paes — Rood ls, Restaurant Keeper Nov 29 Robinson, Gt 

Rosraon, Carurnixe Eurzaners, Nottingham Nov? Dixon & Lianell, Manchester 

8r — Hon rane. eee a ee Dee 9 eee = Son, Laurence 
cy 


—— —— — — Birkenhead Yard 
AYLoR, Tromas, Yarborough, Ww Hewon arough 
ere — 


ord, Labourer 
Water, Harpaees Bomonn, Bombay, India Deo 15 oka —~y Co. King st, Cheapside 
Writs, Wiwram, Houaslow, Corn Jani Peake, 
— Jaues Syppa.t, Stockport, Deo 3. Smith & Fort, 
toc 
Wisrow, Wittram Heway, Bast Retford, Notts Deo 31 me Ca, Retford 
Kensington Qa, Liverpool 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Oot, $1. 
Anam, Bosse Wittsau, London ni, Southwark, Draper Nov 3 Pumfrey & Soa, 





Aavow, Juuia, Leamington Novy 90 Wright & Oo, Leamington 


Tuaner, Riowaap, If 
Hattoahurst, Clement's ina 
Wuirrstps, THomas, Poulton le Fylde, Lames Stee 4 @aulta, Fleetwood 
Commercial Clerk 
Wurrrirrox, Isanet F, West DeoS Miller & 
B Burcaneru, Pimbios, Licensed Victualler Mor at Yelkting & Oo, Vincent 
AUGHAN, BLisapern, 
Westminster * * 
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Rosnam, Joux Exrxs, Birmingham Nov 380 Blakemore, Birmingham 
ere, Mary, Ma:sball’s Oross, nr St Helen’s, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Dec 3 


Cooprr, Carourxrz, West Ham Dec? Phillips & le, Gresham House 
fi: 83*** & Gurney, Cheltenham 


Cox Marra Mancaretta, Bhvl, Fliats Nov 20 
Daviss, Epwanrp, Liverpool Decll Miller & Co, Liverpool , 
Denis, He>ry, Southend onSea Dec12 Woodard & Co, Southend on Sea 


Dix, Fsascis, Heigham, Norwich Nov 20 Cozens-Hardy & Jewson, Norwich 

Dvusowsx1 Baryert. Spitalfields, Grocer Decl Davis. Liverpool st 

Fatt, —— Brasnizer, Woodford Green Dec 8 Pontifex & Co, St Andrew at, 
rn circus 

— HAIET Saran, Ladbrokerd, Nottinghill Dec 5 Marsha’! & Pridham, Gray’s 


Fosrzr, Jonx Taomas, Hedon in Holderness, Yorks Novi10 Park & Son, Bishop lane 

GairFiITH, WILLIAM, Catford, Nov 28 Guillaume & Sons, Salisbury eq 

@nrovz, Anne Manis, Witzey. Southampton, Dec15 Foster ells, Ald ot 

@vyyas, Jonyx Fraxcis, Gt Portland st, Marylebone, Blind Maker Nov30 Venn & Wood- 
cork, Bigh Holborn 

Farpme, Bays amie Tuomas, Stoke Newington. Novy 28 Charles, Copthall av 

Hewett, Jaye. Fowey. Cornwall Nov 29 Graham & Graham, Fowey 

Bore Josrrs, Carlisle, Wine Merchant Nov 24 Donald & Co, Carlisle 

Borg, Martane, Carlisle Nov 24 Donald & %, Carlisle 

Jamepsox, Exvizaseto Sunderland Nov 2l Nasbet, Sunderland 


J Bi ANK, Eccles, near ester, Warehousem:n Nov 15 Scholes, Man- 
+e 
Joyzs. Humpurey Staxtey Henpent, CB, Villa Mona, Bordighera, Italy Dec 14 Church 
& Co, Bedtord row 


Kerrieweii, Marcaret. Eastbourne Novy10 Langham & Son, Eastbourne 

Lavertoy. Fraxcis Henay, Southampton Novil Mann & Rodway. Trowbridge 

— — — Belmont, Mill Hill Dec 15 Ince & Co, St Benet chmbrs, Fen- 
ur 

Marruews, James, Kingston upon Hu'l, Upholsterer Dec1 Townsend, Hull 

Porter, MaRy ANx, Scarborough Decié6 Lucas & Padley, Sheffield 

Purcert, Many Euizaseru. Taibot rd, Paddington Jan1 Burges & Sloan, Bristol 

— Wiiu14m Ricuarp, Kensington, Auctioneer Dec 10 Lovell & Co, Gray's 


8q 

Norzis. Hewny, Uttoxeter, Staffs Nov 22 Cowlishaw, Uttoxeter 

Nosggis, Mary SuytH Uttoxeter Nov 2? Cowlishaw, Uttoxeter 

OuipHANT, “ ILL1AM, Ri , Surrey, Licensed Victualler Decl Robinson, Hounslow 

Paexser, Exiza Matiupa, Plumstead Dee 22 Stone, Finsbury pavemeat 

Patresox. Jonx, Norwich Dec15 Fox & Co, Victoria st, Westminster 

Pre, Epmtz Atexanpria Daria Axxa Hanaiet Beciincuam Feri ve, Chisiehurst 

Caprons & Co, Ssvile pl, Conduit st 

Rexsuaw. Joun, East Kirby Nov2i Thorpe, Ilkeston 

Buoogs, Joszrn, Morl+y, Yorks, Machine Maker Deci12 Calvert. Leeds 

aie Marcaret, Newcastle upon Fyne Dec 16 Stobo & Livingston, Newcastle 
ugon Tyne 

Ropwe.t, Eurry Fraxces, St Leonards on Sea Deel Taylor & Co, Bedford row 

Szxxett, Fayxy Mutley, Plymouth Dec29 Gill, Devonport 

Suazp, Hewey, Barnet, Bader Nov 28 Charles, Copthall av 

Suarr, Mantua, Barnet Nov 23 Charles, Copthall av 

Sueragarp, Mary Axx, Plymouth Nov 21 & H Wolferstan, Plymouth 

Surrs, Sir AncuipaLp Levrs, Cadogan Dec15 Raper & Co, Chichester 

Tavzssy, Lieut Col ARTHUR Shasne, Priore Hardwick, nr Byfield, Warwick Nov 30 
Robins & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Tr, Lucia Hanniet, Folkestone Nov 26 Paine & Brettell, Chertsey 

— Ropert, Arleham, Norfolk, Builder Nov 20 Cozens Hardy & Jewacn, 


cr 
Watxprx, Tuomas, Millirgton, nr Altrincham, Chester Dec 15 Denby & Paterson, 
Manche te 


r 
Wairsy, Jonarnam, Tarvin, Chester Nov 20 Brassey, “hester 
Witxixeox, Thomas, Liverpool Decl4 Weightman & Co, Liverpool 
Witiiass, Wiiiam, Holyhead Nov 24 Donald & Co, Carlisle 

Wnisox, Grorce Onr, Berkely st Dec 31 Chandler. New ct, Lincoln’s inn 
Youses, Joux, Norwich Nov 380 Cozens Hardy & Jewson, Norwich 





London Gazetie.—Turspay, Nov. 4. 


‘arom, Goosen, Thornton Heath, Licensed Victualler Dec 1 Burch & Co, Spring 
dens 
Barxter, Wi1114m, Iscoyd, Flint Dec4 Etches, Whitchurch, Shropshire 

Beatzs, Bexey, Lorrimore rd, Walworth Nov 30 Kingsbury & Turser, Brixton rd 
Bucxett, James Mazsuatt, Newstead Barbige, nr Buxton, Derby, Chemical Manafac- 

turer Deci3 Boote & Co, 

Ressamis. Aty2ep Davin, Toronto, Canada Dec5 Powell, Gray’s inn 
Boagpuas James, Novy 14 Biagham & Co. Middleton 





Bosworth. Bazziett, V Tooting Decl Bu & Sloan, Bristol 
Borp. Manta. Lemberne, tose: Nov 30 Trotter, Epping = 
Carex, Beyer, Landport, Hants, Decl Parker & Co, Landéport, Portamouth 


Coorzz, Wittiam Ledsham, Nov 30 Brassey, Chester 

Crayz, Saucer avser, Shrawiey, ‘Worcester, Farmer Decl5 Marcy & Co, Bewdley 
Day, Jous Feaxcis, Harlow. Essex Dec13 Moyle, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Day, Bozert Newcomst, Harlow, Eesex, Surgeon Dec13 Moyle, Lincoln’s inn fle’ds 
Day, 8anan Axs. Harlow, Eesex Dec 13 Moyle, Lincoln's inn fields 

Drrcusvex, Mantua, Gosforth, Northumberland De:2 Richardson & Elder, Newcastle 


upon 

Dowsnam, Manx, Levens, Westmorland, Farmer Dec 20 Milne, Ker dal 

Pickus, Witiiam, Tunbridge Wells Dec16 Thomsons & Co, Cornhiil 

Fuw en, Bosext Nespitr, Crox Bentley, ar Farnham Dec 17 Fiadgate & Co, Craig’s 
et, Charing Cross 

Harvey, Joux Wittiam Nicuoras, Ipswich Dec2 Jossely & fons, Ipswich 

Hotmes, Watitsce West Peas. Notts Dec15 Burton & Briggs, Nottingham 

Beo.xorp, Moses, Bradford, Wocl Comb Msker Dee4 Mumford & Co, Bradford 

Boxy, Taonas Groncz Gitearp Plymouth, Pawnbroker Dec 16 Dobell, Plymouth 

Bowsz.1, bowz.t, Deci Simpron & Co, Liverpool 

Joxes, Jonx Mesthr Tydfil, Outfitter Decl ‘fnomas, Merthyr Tydfil 

Kxrzsor, Lavisia. Qochford Dec6 Wood & Co. Southend on Sea 

Lamuymas, Fs “os, Tattershall Bridge, Dogdyke, Lincs, Merchant Dec 20 Clitherow & 
son, H rncasvle 


Laser, Evwarp Witiiam Bovsrieip, Henley on Thames Dec8 Champion, Pangbourne 

Latnan. Jonux, Hoote, Chester, Boiler Maker Noy 26 Bridgman & Co, “hester 

Lorwextua, Fervisaxp Avorn, Mark in. Merchant Oct 31 Guth & Co, Finsbury cir 

Lowoop, Jou» Gzearsox, Swiaton, Yorks Dec 31 Watson & Co, Sheffield 

Moners, Arsa, —— Southwark, Cartage Contractor Nov Hichlin & Co, 
at 


Trivity #4, 
Moss, Joux, Brockley Dec3i Timbrell & Deighton, K William st 
Puitirs, Bxiry. King’s rd, Clapham pk Decé Piesse & Son, Old Jeery chmbrs 
Price, 2 stare, Hintos Green, Peterchurch. Hereford Dec18 Humfrys, Aereford 
— — Bewdley, Worcester, Brush Manufacturer Dec 12 Marcy & Son, 


Surra Witttam Barrer, Camdentd Dee Reader & Co, Moorgate st 
Oraisevex, Jous, Hanks, Barwick, Eimet, Yorks Dec15 Graing-r & Bon, Leeds 
Berse Lovis 8 Peter's rd. Mile Bad DecS Harris, Leadenhali st 
Reop Cuszces Bicnann, Gt Yarmouth Decl Diver & Preston, Gt Yarmouth 
Ruspwr, Vniaax Jony Scorr, 6th Dosgves Guards Dec3i Nixon, Sheffield 
Tanoxi, Dosornzs Scumens. Preshfiel Lancs Decl Batesons & Co, Liverpool 
Tarievr, — nears, — Nov 30 * 
Tarovs.os, Jous met, Weston 

—* — super Mare, Surgeon General Nov 20 Lowlen & Co, 
Waters, Axx Jane, Maryport, Cumberland DecG Crerar, Maryport 











Warts, Gzorcz Witiiam, Princes st, Westminster, Licensed Victualler Dec ¢ 
Westcott, Strand 


Wuitixe, Wattrer, Hayward’s Heath, Engineer Dee 16 Thomsons & Co, Cornhill 
Waitwe, Jans, Oanewdon, Essex, Farmer Dec 6 . Woed & Co, Southend on Bea 


London Gazette,—Fuipay, Nov. 7. 


Barxey, Georce, Craven ter, Lancaster Gate Dec4 Oddy, Lombard st 
Bawp. Jou, Southend on Sea, Builder Dec9 B & F Tolhurat & Cox, Southend on Sq 
— Cuantxs, Little Coggeshall, Essex Dec 6 Cunnington & Co, Braintree, 


Brazo, CHARLES Brapsuaw, Linton. Derby Dee 18 Smith & Co, Ashby de la Zouch 
Bex, Micuast, Bradford Vec18 Ellis & Suddards, Bradford — é 

Brst, CuaRies, Guildford Jani Hunter & Gaynes, New sq, Lincoln’s ina 

Boygs, —— Bollam Hall, North Retford, Notts Dec 31 Jones & Wells, Hast 


BrorHeruoop, Peter, Lambeth, Mechanical Engineer Dec21 Cope & Co, Gt George at, 
Westminster 


Carr, Jouy, Bentham. Yorks Nov 27 Thompsen & Co, Bentham 

Craske. Susay, Eye, Suffolk Nov 26 Lawton & Oo, Eye 

Davusesy, Witt1am Bath Dec 16 Wilson, Bath 

Dewyyis, AMEY, Hatfield Broad Oak, Easex Dec 18 Baker & Thorneycroft, Bishop's 


Stortford 

Exwrs, Exizaseta, Darlington Dee 13 Lucas & Co, Darlington 

Fow er, Sit Taomas, ————— Wilts Dee si Fox & Preece, Dean’s yd, Westminster 

Grassi, CaRLo Omozono, Gerrard st, Soho, Wine Merchant Dec 17 Oddy. Lombard at 

HaicuH. Jouy. Dewsbury, Colliery Propristor Dec22 Watts & Son. Dewsbury 

HEvvEL, — THEOPHILE VaNDEN, Schaerbeck, Belgium Dec 3 James, Quality 
ct, Chancery 

Hick, Joun, Scraggiethorpe, York, Farmer Dec 20 Estill], Malton 

Jonxsox, SaRau EvizaBeETH, Staines Dec 31 Eland & Co, Trafalgar sq 

Kewnpet, Danie. Burton, Walton, nr Wakefield Nov 22 Dixons & Horne, Wakefield 

Krysey. Hexgy Jouy. Exeter Dec iß Jerman & Thomas, Exeter 

Krex, Cuanves, Dorrington, Lincs Jan1 Millington & Simpson, Sleaford 

Leacu, Joun, Leeds, Monumental Meson Jan1 Middleton & Sons, Leeds 

Leexe, Marra Canoxiye, Basingstoke Dec3l Rooke & Sons, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Lioyp Fpwarp Txowas, Burdett row, Bow Dec 20 Ley & Co, Carey at, Linc in’s inn 

Lvoas, EL1zABETH Mary Ayn, Bexley, Kent Dec9 Mason & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Macys, com Cases, Newcastle upon Tyne, Wine Merchant Decé Turner, Newcastle 
upon Tyne ‘ _ 

Matcotmsox, Capt Joux Grant, VO, MVO, Bramham gdns, South Kensington Dec 10 
Ciarke & Co, Gresham House. Old Broad st 

Me tors, Evizasers, Rotherham, York Dec 22 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 

MippieTox, Hon Rosert Tuomas CHArLes, Caracas, Venezuela Feb 3 Plunkett & 
Leader, St Paut’s churchyard 

Moors, SamveE., Oldham, Greengrocer Decl Booth & Sons, Oldham 

iene Sok = Dent Curr, New Sleaford, Lincs, Draper Dec1 Millington & Simpson, 

+ ator 
— Davip, Holmwood, nr Dorking Dec 20 Turner, Basinghall av, Basing- 
st 


Rawiines, CuarvEs Josern, Hove Dec8 Eisdell & Thompson, Jermyn st, St James’s 
Ricuarpsox, AUGUSTA ANN Hotes, Kentish Town Deci6 Vandercom & Co, Buch In 
Scorr, Hargizt, Wakefield Dec 31 Palethorpe & Thorpe, Leeds 

SzaBRooK. Joux, Romford Dec 26 Baddeleys & Co, Leadenhall st 

Sruckey, Vixcent, Langport. Somerset Dec 20 Poole, South Petberton, Somerset 
Swirr Joun Henny, Monkwell st, Manufacturer's Agent Dec10 Westcott, Strand 
Tapp, CuaRLes James, Bromley Jan4 Edwards & Cohen, Coleman st 

TayLeuk Epwarp Hearscors, Cheltenham Nov 380 Lindop. Torquay 

TsEzaBouLp, Joun, Bradford. Plasierer Dec4 Banks & Co, Bradford 

Tit, Rev Joun cnosall, Suffolk Nov25 Wright & Westhead, Stafford 

Titt, Joun WesteRN, Lancaster Dec 80 Todd, Lancaster 


— Joux, Talbot rd, Bayswater Dec 31 Leggatt & Co, Raymond’s bläge, 
ray’s inn 
— Aurrzep Henry, Mincing In, Sugar Broker Dec 23 Carter & Bell, {dol lo, 


tcheap 
Witsox, Tuomas, Medlar with Wesham, nr Kirkham, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Deol 
Gaulter, Krkhan 
London Gazetie.—Turspay, Nov. 11. 


Barrett, Jouy, Soyland, Halifax Nov 29 Hoyle, Sowerby Bridge “ 

Bassett Epwanp, Tunbridge Weile Dec18 Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 

BeracewE, CHagies, Rishton, Lancs, Drysalter Jan7 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 

Byyce, WiLL14M. Pewsey, Wilts, Farmer Dec15 Dixon, Pewsey 

Buses, AnpREW Freperick, Birkdale, Lancs Dec 20 Wilmot & Co, Southport 

CAUDWELL, AURELIA, Hopton, Suffolk Dec 23 Fowell‘& Son, Hopton 

Communi, Sesame ton, Manchester, Commercial Traveller Dec 23 Dixon & 
innell, Ma! 

Crank, Marcaret, Barkway, Herts Dec8 Wortham & Co, Royston 

CovcnEsTeR, CHaRLes Epwarp, Ventnor I of W Dec9 Drake & Co, Rood In 

Couuissoy, VIIIASM, Bedford row Dec 31 Greene & Underhill, Beford row 

Dawes, Sir Roseat Gexazy, KUSI, CIE, Chobham, Surrey Dec 10 Wiog & Eade, Gray's 


inn 8g 

Davey, Bessamin Hearn, Torquay Dec16 Broughton & Co, Gt Marlborough st 

Gries, Tuomas, Sparkhilt, Worcester Dec31 Powell & Browett, Birmiogham 

Hacve, #amu«r, Camberwell, MD. LLB Dec5 Jobson, Lincoln’s ian fields 

Harriey, Hannan Sowerby Bridge. Yorks Nov 29 Hoyle, Sowerby Bridge 

Hewitt, Major Percy Hucues, St Heliers, Jersey Dec 8 ewitt & Chapman, 
Nicholas In, Lombard st 

Hiaarxs, + Mary, Kersal, Manchester Dec 10 Crueseman & Rouse, Grace- 
church st 

Horrer. Sazan, Kingston upon Hull, Corset Maker Jan1 Middlemias & Pearce, Hull 

Horuam, Mary Miizasetu, Zastbourne Decl5 Arnold, Bastbourne 

Jensincs, Mary, Kensington. Licensed Victualler Deci9 Loxley & Co, Cheapside 

Layes, James, Ola Basford, Nottingham Dec8 Maples & McCraith, Nottiogham 

Latoam Rev Genny, Cambridge Dec24 Francis & Vo, Cambridge 

Lees, James, Little Draywn, Salop Dec 28 Upton, Market Drayton 

Macuin, Freperick Weybridge, Wholesale Confectioner Dec 9 Drake & Co, Rood In 

Mansa, Jon Darnall, Sheffield. Innkeeper Dec Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Mason, Bexry Onantes Fincn, Haileybury College, Herts Dec 20 Whitield & 

arrison, Surrey #6, Strand 

M1118, Groras Lewis, Chorlton cum Hardy, Lance, Commission Agent Dee 11 Holker 
& Co, Manchester 

Morea, Jonn Ex1as, Maoselton, Swansea Nov 2) Davies & Sinnett, Swansea 

Owes, Wittiam, Spsrkbrook, Birmingham. Baker 8 Chinn, Birmingham 

Pare Wittram Preston Nov 29 Ward. Preston 

Peapv, Hetex Upper Norwood Dec 6 Freshfields, Old Jewry 

Ratcurrsg, Joux, dove Dec6 Warmington & Co, Budge row 

exocwick, WittiAmM Henny, Grove Park, Kent Jan 1 Janson & Co, Ovllege hill, 
Cann n st 

Suzwerr, Laeut Anruve Lewis Doveras, Udaipur, BajPootna, India Dec 20 Crosse & 
Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Puace, Onanies, Cam: gdos, Kentish Town rd Dec20 Cooper & Co, Birchin la 

SujntTaw ane Joux Gueaves, Scarborough Dec 20 W,\& W 8S Drawbridge, Scar 

roug’ 

Smita, ARTHUR Geonos, Scarborough Dec 20 W & W 8 Drawbridge, Scarborough 

Brock, Konert, Doncaster Dec 10 Parkin & Co, Voncaster 

Avcpes, Henny, Brighouse, Yorks, Votton Spinner Dec3i Furniss & Co, Brighouse 

Vanpecevua, Sanaa Onawtiana, East Woodhay, Hante Dec 18 Walker & Oo, Theo 


rh the Dec8 Patey, Finsbu 
atey, 
Deo 31 
Deo 


balds 
Yara, — —34 % aq 
HITEHOUSE URA, ey, Worcester ‘owell & Browett, Birmingham 
( Dover, Grocer er 


6 Mowll & Mowill, Dov 


Wii xine, Gzonas Tuomas, * 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —Turspay, Nov 4, 
RUECBIVING ORDERS. 


Barsuaw, Panox, Preston, Lancs, Children’s Outfitter 
Preston Pet Oct 81 Ord Oct 31 

Bourcwiss. Many Janz, a’ d Avice Bourcurer, 8t Dun- 
stan’s bill, wine Merchants Croydon Pet Sept 18 
O1d Oct 28 ‘ 

Braxp, Rosgrt Wittiam, South Lowestoft, Outfitter’s 
assistant Gt Yarmouth Pet Novi Ord Novi 

Batoos, Vraaau MaRsHALL, —— Painter Scar- 
borough Pet Oct 31 Ord Uct 3 

Baypers, Waiter Lawrer, Norish Seed Merchant 
Norwich Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 

Cartow. ARTHUR Blackpool, 
Preston Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 80 

QuaPmay, — Radcliffe, Lancs Bolton Pet Oct 10 
Ord Oct 29 


Cnocses, Harry Gopparp, Reading, Butcher Reading 
Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

CavTreypeN, SAMUEL. — Plumber Eastbourne 
Pet Oct 30 Ora Oct 

Eapinaton, JaMEs, Bightows. om Cycle Factor 
Manchester Pet Oct 81 Ord Oct 3 

FureTwoop, — Sparkhill, —— Birmingham 
Pet Oot al Ord Oet ai 

Gzatt, EpenezER, jun, —— Sussex, Brickmaker 
Lew.s Pet Novi Ord Nov 

Huica, Ezza, Huddersfield, Worsted Manufacturer Hud- 
dersfield- Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 

Bauuis Harry, and Apranam et, Hightown, Man- 
chester, Jewellers Manchester Pct Oct 30 Ord 
Oct 81 


Jaconson, Isaac, Mansell st, a. — Merchant 


Sigh Court Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 3 

Errrox, Sanan Anx, Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet Oct 29 
Ord Oct 29 

Marsnat,, Wittiam Jonx, Middlesbrough Middles- 
brough Pet Nov1 Ord Novi 

Marenract, Henry Joun Tureaper, Honiton, Devon, 
Whitesmith Exeter Pet Oct v2 Ord Oct 31 

Metrcaty, Tuomas Swnarey, Newcastie upon 
— Newcastie upoa Tyne Pet Nov 1 Ord 

lov t 

Morris, Jonx Witiiam, Lea End, or Alvechurch, Wor- 
cester, Farmer Birmiogham Pet Oct 24 Ord ‘Nov 1 

Pesry, BENJAmin Harry, Southampton, Cabi Maker 
Southampion Pet Oct 81 Ord Oct 81 

Perry, Gzorce James, Aylesbury, Tailor Aylesbury Pet 
O28 Oid Uct 28 

Boserts, Coantes Epwarp, Oswestry, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer Wrezham Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 81 

Boszetson, Joun Braproro, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler 

Liverpool Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 31 

Sazpazep CHARLES, Harrogate, Licensed Victualler York 
Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 29 

Swati, NarLer, Exeter, Horse Dealer Exeter Pet Nov 1 
Ord Nov 1 

Suitn, Rosenr, arf Glos, Innkeeper Gloucester Pet 
Oct 8i Ord Oct 

BreickLanD, Needy Henry, —— ln, Contractor 


High Court Pet Oct3 Ord O 

Taraston. JONATHAN, —S Norfolk, Hawker 
Norwich Pet Oct 3i Ord Oct3 

Towns, BENA1sH, Halesowen, Worcester, Miner Stour- 
biicge Pe. Oct 45 Ord Oct 

Tiaapv, Manian, Hampstead Heath High Court Pet 
May 81 Ord Oct 30 

Touxivs, Tuomas, Romford, Essex, Commission Agent 
Bigh Oourt Pet Oct8i Ord Oct 31 
oN, Wittiam Henry, Landport, Hants Portsmouth 
Pet Oct 29 Urd Oct 29 

Vixcent, Joun, Chalk Farm rd, Pharmaceutical Chemist 
nigh Court Pet Oct 81 Ord Oct 3 

Westwoop, Bexsamry, Forest Gate, Waiter High Court 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 80 

Wuiams, Henry — geste, Commitee Agent Leeds 
Pet vct 31 Ord Oct 8 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


AupnicuTon, Jonn, Stirchley, King’s Norton, Worcester, 
Mioerat Water Manufacturer Nov 12 at 12 174, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

Banks, Henry, Brighton’ Travelling — ——— Nov 18 
at 8.30 Off Reo, 4, Pavilion bldgs, ~ -X 

Ts0N, A ——— King’s Lynn Nov 20 at 10.30 
Vourt house, King’s Lynn 

Brnom, Epwin, armley, Leeds, Commercial Travell-r 
Nov 12at1l Off Reo, 22, Park row, 

Quarman, Marruew, Radcliffe, Lancs Nov 13 at 3 19, 
Exchange st, Boiton 

Cuantton, Hopert, Kingston upon Hull, Clerk Noy 12 
atil Off Rec, Trinity House in, Hull 

Quunxe, Jonn Owen, Prestatyn, Fiinte, Saddler Nov 11 
ati2 Crypt chmbrs. — row, Chester 

Coney, AnnanAm, Cardiff, Clothier Nov lt at12 Off Reo, 
117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff? 

Crousrs, Janes, Barrow in Furness, Fiorist Nov 11 at 
11380 Off Reo, 16, Cornwaliis st, Barrow in Furness 

LL, James Jonny, Aston Eyres, nr Bridgnorth, Salop, 
Facer Nov 16 at 11.80 Off Reo, 42, St John’s bili, 
webut 

Smariwer. ra yeep Sepriuvs, Elan Valley, Rhayader, 

k Nov 2vat10.30 1, Sigh st. Newtowa 

Geat, Enenxzen, juo, Piumpton, Sussex, Brickm«ker 
Nov 12 at 12 Reo, My Pavilion bldgs, drighton 

Haion, Ezra, Huddersfield, Worsted Manufacturer Nov 
WWatit 19, Jobn William st, Huddersfield 

Bitt, Samven Barnoldswick, Yorks, Weaver Nov 12 at 
1. Off Reo, 81, Manor row, Bradford 

YE A Nov U at 12 Off 

, Mertt st, Oo’ 
Sonar, —— — omy Farmer Nov 20 at 
ourt J 

Hanaison, Atpaipos, Derby, Builder Nov 11 at 3 Off 

Reo, 47, Full ac, Derby 


—— ae eee . —— 3* patie Nov 18 

at Off Rec, ‘a 

Hirt, Franx, Kiaver, — —S Nov li at i2 Off 
Ree, 199, 99, Wolverhampton st, 

Krrroy. faRat 4xx, Ipswich, Bakes Nov 12 at 2 Off 
Rec, 33, Princes st, Ips 

— ANNIE, Sirmingnam, Jeweller Novisatil 174, 

Mayegs, Roserr ALKER, Btirchley, —2 Tailor 
Nov 18 at12 174,0 

Mears. Sreruen, Kett . Northampton, a 
Nov ll at 11 ‘Off Rec Bridge st, Northam’ 

Bpwarp Gerorce, Caen Tailor’s Outter 

Nov 11 at 1230 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Naytor, Cuagtes Curistorner, Bhyl, Flints Nov 11 at 
12,80 Crypt chmbrs, ‘te row, 

Newron, James Youna, Ki , Northampton Nov 
11 at 3,30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Payne, Frepesicx, Wealdstone, Harrow, Butcher Nov 12 
at12 Off Ree, 95, Temple Tern 

Perniy, Joun Sotomon, Handsworth, Estate Age 
atit 174, Corporation st, 

Row ey, Cuaries, and Josera INKWATER, Nor 
Shields, vlass —— Nov 11 at 12.30 Off Rec, 

astle on 


at, Newe 
—— Nov 


80, Moseley 
SHEPHERD, Cuaruzs, Harrogate, 
ia at 11.30 Off Rec, The Red House 
Smirh, Joun James, en Brities Clerk Nov 12 at 1130 24, 
way app, 


SarTn, Jonn WittaM, Stockton on Tees, Steam Crane 
—— Nor i2at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 

Sorriy, Joszpu, Manchester Nov 12 at 2.80 Off Rec, 
Byrom st, Manchester 

Sreruens, JonaTHan, Devonport, Chemist Nov 18 at 11 
6, Athenzeu m ter, Piymouth 

Tuomas, Brapney, Stafford, Genera! Dra; Pay oe ll 

Wright & Westhead’s Office, . —— at, 

Tuvrston, JonatHay, Shi am, N ok, Hawker? Nov 
i16at12 Off Kec. 8. 4 Norwich” h 

Tooons Benaian, Ga’ Ss, wolver orcester, Miner Noy 11 
atll Off Rec, 199. ampton st. Dudley 

Tizarp, Marian, Hampste Heath Noviléati2 Bank- 
ruptcy dldzs, Carey a 

Tomxtns, /HOmuAS, Romford, Commission Agent Nov 17 
at i2 ay Usrey st 

Turner ABRAHAM, op Auckland, Farnitare Dealer 
Novilat2 Three Tuas Hotel, Durham 

Turiox, Wittiam Hewyry, Land: Hants, Mossman 
Nov 12 at 3 Off Ree, ridge junc, High s:, 
Por'smonth 


Vixcent, Joun, Chale Farm rd, Lage a Chemist 
Nov 12 «t1l Sankraotcy bidgs, C 

Westwoop, BexJamiy, Forest Gave, Waiter Nov 12 at 12 
Bantruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Witurams, Davip OHN, Maesteg, Glam, Carpenter Nov 
11ati2380 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


A.useicHTox, Jony. Kiag’s Norton, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer Birmingham Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 31 
Axcues, H, Hi Builder Birmingham Pet 
20 Ord Oct 31 
Barsnaw, Percy, Preston, Children’s Outfitter Preston 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 
Brawp Ropgat Witiiam, South Lowestoft, Outfitter’s 
Assistant Gt Yarmouth PetNov1 Ord Novi 
Briags, WILLIAM MaRsHALt, Painter 
uct 81 Ord Oc: 81 
Watrer Uawrer, Norwich, Seed Merchant 
—— — 
ATLOW, ARTHUR, 900 ouse 
Preston Pet Oct 30 Ord Oct 30 
Conway, — Jossea, Cheetoam, Manchester, Grocer 
Manches 


bo: 
Braypegs, 


Oc:4 Ord Nov 1 

Crocker, Harry —— Reading, Butcher Reading 
Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Eapixotos, James Hightowa, Maschestee, Cycle Factor 
Manchester Pet Ox 31 Ord Oct 

Gratt, Esxxezer, jun, Plumpton, J Brickmaker 

- srood, Wittiaw Pulborough, Su a 

ABWOOD, WILLIAM boro: se uilder hton 

Pet Ost 10 Ord OLS1 7 aes 

Hveuss, James Newser, Birkdale, Coal Merchant LI iver- 

Pet Oct 18 Ord Novi 


0 

Knieat, Joun Gray, Uckfield, Brewer High Court Pet 
aug 29 Ord Nov —— 

Lex. Henry, Bank Plain, Norwich, Auctioneer Norwich 

Pet Sept 28 Ord Oct 81 

Lippiatr. Josern Wituiam Upper Toot'ng, Builder 
Wandsworth Pet July 7 Ord Uct 29 

Manrsaart, Witriam ‘Jony, Middeabroush, Late Draper 
muddiesbrough Novi Ord Nov 

Perrix, Jouy 8o.vowon, Handsworth | er Pet 
Oct 22 Ord Oot #1 

Perey, Bessauin Varney, way or Cabinet Maker 
Southamp on Pet Oct 3 81 

Piegr, JAMES ALFRED, Bat —* —E Eastbourne 
and Lewes Pet Oct28 Ord Oct 80 

Roserts, Cuanuxs Epwarp, Oswestry, Mineral Water 

Manufacturer Wrexham Pet Oot 81 Ord Oct 31 
Qaantes, and Josspa Daixnxwarsr, North 

Shields, Glass Merchants Newcowtle on Tyne Pet 
Oct 28 Ord Oct 30 

Suxrrero, Onances, Harrogate, Licensed Victualler York 
Pet Oot i# Ora Oot 31 

BuaLt Narver, Saint Thomas, Exeter, Horss Dealer Exeter 

Pet N.vi Ord Nov t 
— Some, —— y, Glos, Innkeeper G\oucester Pet 


81 
— —3— Grores, Pisadilly, Hosier High Court 
Pet 11 Ord Oct 30 
JONATHAN, 


Tuvrstox, 38 Norfolk, Hawker 
Norwich Pet Oct 81 Oct 31 


| 








, Wi . HENRY, Hants, Portsmouth 
“Sas aoe. 


Tyson, Guonce, Barrow in Seem Seem Barrow 9 
Oct6 Ord Oct 80 
——— Bradford Bradford Pet Sept 9 
Witi1ams, Hewry Joux, Leeds, Commercial Traveller 
Leeds Pet Oct6i Ord Oct 81 
i aee 1 ion 


ADJUDICATION mea 
Row arpson, Joux Arruur, Worc 
Birmingham Aajed May 2, 1892 yy a 
London Gasette.—Fripar, Nov. 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


App1s, Fezperick, and Tomas Wi1son, Finedon, North- 
8 hoe’ Mau: ufacturers Nortkampton Pet Oct 


BAxXENDALE, Manchester, Tailor Man- 
cheat 


sr Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 6 
Bowen. Brexsamr, Maesteg, Glam, Stationer Cardiff Pet 
Nov8 Ord Nov3 


a Ng 
ov 


— 58 5* In, Merchant High Court 


oe Epwarp Tomas, Lo @ Yarmouth 


Oct 28 Ora Nov4 


‘Garpyer, AnTHoxy, Preston, Saddler Preston Pet Nov 3 
Ord Nov 8 


lov 
Heap, Jouy, Haris Barton, Northampton, Blacksmith 
Nort! emote Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 


Brighton Pet Nov 4 
—— — rd, Outfitter High Court 
Oct 15 Ord Nov 5 


Pera, Writiam, Brighton, Boarding house Keeper 
* Pet Oct 18 Ord Now's 


Pacz, Jouy, 


Nov 4 
RIgcHELMANN, —— as va,. Dennington 
Hampstead, Qerk 


ile Town, Sh Pet Nov 4 —* 
Rix. Frayx Evry, = oe Sheerness, Ironmonger 
Rochester yi ae 


Roiesr, Maris, 8t 
— ** —— Sot 
r BTEBUR JA 
— Ord Now 5 
* Pet Nov 4 Oni Nov —— 


Ord Nov 6 
Confectioner 


WALL, Axx, 
Pet Nov 5 Lo 


Waxeeneuss, 
“Btafford Pet Oot 14 Ora Nor 8 


Wauexy, Tuomas, 

- Nov 4 —* urd Nov 4 
HITAKER, pam gum 
Preston 
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ORDBR RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER 


Burrows, Rosert, Padua rd, — Surrey Croydon 
Mec Ord Aug 15, 1902 Rese Oct 14, 1902 


FIRST MEETINGS, 
Asn, ALFRED, —— Westbourne sq Nov 18 at 12 
Bankru at 


bldgs, Carey 

Windermere, Hotel Proprietor Nov 18 
at11.15 uff Reo, 1*, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

Astsory, Witiiam, Isyeoed, nr Wrexham, Ciothier Nov 14 
a:123) C w, Chester 

Barker, Lovis, my ——* Dealer’ Nov 14 at 11.15 
Off Rec 47, Fall at, Derby 

Barker Mary, Huddersfield, Innkeeper Nov 17 at 11 
Off Ree, 19 "John William st. Huddersfield 

Bruxy, Josian. Bowness on Windermere, Westmorland, 
Boot Maker mov 13 at 12 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 
Barrow ia Furness 

Baw, Epwanrp Jonx, Eastbourne, Fruit o Sen Nov 14 
at 2.30 Messrs oles & Sons, Seaside rd, Eastbourne 


Askew, WIitiam, 


Bropnurst, Samvuxn, Marford, W: Grocer 
Nov 14 at 2 30 Urypt chmbrs, —— w, Chester 

Co.iviitie, Groner, ae wee A ln, Merchant Nov 17 at 12 
Banarup cy bldgs, 

CcoupagD, ARTHUR ee ded Forpyog, Ainsdale, nr 
Southport, M-rebant Nov 19 at 12 Off Kec, 35, 
Vic’ oria st. Liv: 

— —— Sastbourne, Plumber aed 14 at 3 

Messra Coles & Sons, Seaside 


Dasiats, Evizaberu, Cardiff, Fiuit Dealer Nov 14 at 11 
Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Deaeick, MICHAEL, Market Weightoo, Yorks. Labourer 
— 19 at 11.30 Off Rec The Red House, York 
=, Euma, Bengeworth, eo Boot Dealer Nov 17 
at 11.30 45, st, Worcester 
Eaprvetox, James, a= Masses, —— Factor 
Gov 16at239 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste 
Bomoxpsox, Rosert Gexey, Roctdale, Pianoforte Dealer 
Nov 18 at 11.15 Townhall, Rochdale 
Eas.icnu, Anon. Lower B Salford, Commission 
Agent Nov lé4at3 Off kec, Byrom st, Manchester 
@aaves, Manx, Ukeston, Derby, Baker Nov l4atli Off 
Ree, 47, Pull st, Derby 
LEY, ALFRED, Priory rd, late Printer 
Nov 19 at 2.30 vagy ag 4 Carey st 
Howeztts. Tom, Birca, Mon, Nov 18 at 11 Off 
Re, Westgate chmbrs, N Nowpost; Mon 
Tuomas Grorce, Woolwich, >" Hames Maker 
Nov 14 4¢ 11.30 24, Railway app, 
°° Sy —— Anne’s — — id, 
ov 17 at 11 Bankruptcy bi Cc. 
Jonxs rox, ———— Tuise bull Rov os at at 12 
Bansruptey bidgs, Carey st 
Joszs, Jous, Rbyi, Flints, Coal Merchant Nov 14 at 12 


Uryps Eastgate row, Chester 

a Marxs, 8: — — st East Nov 18 at 230 

Kart, Arnracve THompsox, Timber Merchant Nov 
isatl1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Cat 

Lippiatt, Josers Wiis, C; oper Tooting, — Nov 
Mat i2w 24. —— agp London Bridge 


Marseracz, Hexzy Jon» Turzaper, Honwon, Devon, 
Whitesmith Nov 20 at 10.15 Oif Rec, 9, Bedford 
= 
Frutterer 


Hornsey, 


Tuomas Syanzr, Newcastle * 
Dov 14 at 1130 Off Kec, 20, 


Neweastie uyon Tyne 
Mus, — —— Newark 
Mader Nov 14 at 12 


Tyne 
Mosley st, 


Trent, Wicker Chair 
Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park s', 


Nottingham 

PaRximsox, 1 10uss, Holloway rd, Outfitter Nov 17 at 11 
Bankruptcy oidgs, Carey st 

Peery, Besssurs cazzr, Southampton, Cabinet Maker 
ov }4ar4 Uff Kec, 172, Bigh st. Southamoton 

Purser, Hazey Mowrracvez, Vale, Teignmouth, 
in vos wee 3i at 10.156 Off Rec, 9, Bedfued circus, 


Pauurs, Epcae 4 omnes —— Fireman 
Bov 18atilw Off Kec, Westgate Newport, 








Prrsz, Jaues Atrexp, Eastbourne, Tailor Nov 14 at 3 20 
Messrs (oles & Bons Seaside 1a, Eas: bourne 

Provo, Besecca, turton, Westmorland Licensed Vic- 
pay 22at 12 TheG x Hotel, Stra 

Baxsouz, A L, Walthamst Butch Nov ® at 11 
Bapkratcy blogs, Carey 


Contract 





Biscustmaxs, Purrz Gasen, “West Hampstead, Commer- 

al Clerk Bov@iati2 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 

Paasx Evex, mile Town, Sheerness, Ironmcnger 

Mov i7at1z2B) 115, he st, Rochester 

aay Seta, Camaen own, —— Keeper Nov 

st12 Haskroptey bids. 

—— Basen, txcteer, Horne , he 2 at 1015 

Off Bee, 9, ae ee, ae 

Surtn, Boveet, Conley, Glos, intheoper Bov 15 at 12 

um Kee, etatim 14, Gloucester 

SrEewcniasy, 5 Hewny, Willesd 

Bov 19 at12 Bankragicy Carey at 

Tunes, Gesnes Cosnse, Hocuaie Ash, Grocer Nev 4 

as 4 * st, Merthyr Ty fll 

Uzzeu, vee we pussex, Hotel —— Nov 

Mati] Off Kee, 4, a) 

Warsx, Taouss, Porest Gate, Baker Gov 2: at “<7 Bank- 
rayiey ae 

betes orErnen, ty Grocer Mov 17 at 

= — et, Gout 

— 444m — Owmbtran, Mon, Varmer 
aor Bet 12 Off Kec, Wengnte combs, Newport, 

Woeocn, Yuarce Atoner. Liverpod, r 

Bor 19 mMiZD Of Kes, H, Victoria st, fe 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Baux nY, Hudderdiel4, lankerpere Haddersiidld 

ra hort 


Or Bow 4 





Barnagp, ArtHur Franxianp, Thorne, Yorks Sheffield 
Pet Novy 4 Ord Nov4 

Baxenpate, Tuomas Tuompson, Old Trafford, nr Man- 
chester, Tailor Manchester Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5 

Brew, Epwarp Joun, Eastbourne, Fruit Salesman East- 
bourne Pet Uct3 Ord Nov 3 

Bowen, Brnsamin, Maesteg, Glam, Stationer Cardiff 
Pet Nov3 Ora Nov3 

Bovuncuize, Mary Jane, and Avice Bovrcuigr, 8t Dun- 
Pian’s Wine Merchants Croydon Pet Sept 18 
Ord Nov 3 

CasseL, Jouy Lewis, Mottram in Longdendale, Ches' 
Warehouseman Ashton under Lyne Pet Nov 5 “Ord 
Nov 5 

CruTTrENDEN, SamugL, Eastbourne, Plumber Eastbourne 
Pet Oct 30 Ord Novi 

Baraat, Leronagp, Catford Greenwich Pet Sept1 Ord 


Davis, CHARLES Henry, 22 Carpenter Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 

Derrick, Micnast, Market Weighton, Yorks, Hawker 
Yorks Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 


Dopson, Joszrs, Halifax, Soliciter H:lifax Pet Oct 6 
Ord Nov1 
Duwspas-Lawrence, CHaries, H M Prison, Maidstone, 


Governor Maidstone Pet Oct10 Ord Nov3 
Dysos, Emma, Bengeworth, Evesham, Maker 
Worcester Pet Nov 4 Oza Nov 4 
Farranps, THomas Epwarp, Goldemith et, Drury la, 
Mngmeer High Court Pet Aug2l Ord Nov3 
——, sNTHONY, Preston, Saddler Preston Pet Nov 3 
Ord Nov 8 


Boot 


Jewellers Manchester Pet Uct 30 
Nov 4 


Jous, Earls Barton, Northampton, Blacksmith 
Northampton Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 

Kiuyminstes, Levest Heyry Grorce, Gloucester, Builder 
Gioucester Pet Oct 8 Ord Nov3 

KreEmeEn, —— — Hornsey, Tailor High Court 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 


Lyoztt, RoLanp — Wolstanton, Cycle Dealer 
Hanley Pet Novi * Nov 1 
ModNæiqs, Jauxs, in Furness, Labourer Barrow 
in Furness Pet Nov 5 "Ord lov 6 


Masser, Jon, Lo Longton, Staffs, Baker Hanley Pet Oct 

‘ov 4 

Menpetson, Louis, Newcastle on Tyne, Farniture Dealer 
Neecastle on Tyne Pet Oct17 Ord Oct 28 

Mercatr, THomas SNaBry, Newcastle on io. Fruiterer 
Newcastle oa Pet Novi Ord Novi 

Micue.., Joszen, Southsea, Hants, Builder Portemouth 
Pec Mov4 Ord Nov4é 

Morris, Jonn Wittiam, Lea End, or Alvechurch, 
— Farmer Birmingham Pet Oct uw Ord 

ov3 
My — Heegsert, —— Yorks, Fraiterer Wake- 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 

F.. w &., Brighton, Tobsceonist Brighton Pev Nov 4 
fg 5 PO Boasling how XK 

Perkis, Witiam, Brig eeper 
orighton Pet Oct13 Ord Nov4 

Perry, Gzorce James, Aylesbury, Bucks, Tailor Ayles- 
bury Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov4 

Paiturs, Wim, 8t — Cornwall, Cooper Truro 
ret Nov5 Ord Nov 5 

Pocmors, Hexzy, Gt Horten, Bradford. ——— Beer 
B.ewer Bradford Pet Oct22 Ord Nov 

Pratt, tPencen CHARLES, Queen Wictowla st, Solicitor 
High Court Pet sept 19 Urd Nov 3 

Beapwis, Gzorcs Faancis, Norwich, Artist Norwich 
Pe Nov4 Ord Nov4 

Biscuetmasy, Farrz Crewe. Denniogton Park rd, West 
Hampstead, Commercial Clerk High Court Pet Nev 4 

ra Nov 4 
Erx, Frasx Even, Sheerness, Ironmonger Rochester Pet 


Nov3 Ord Nov 3 

ee Jou» Braprorp, Liverpool, Licensed Victusller 

Liverpool Pet Oct18 wUrd Nov 8 

SurTH, GzorGe 4LrRED, Dudley, Worcester, Grocer Dudley 
Pet Oct 10 Ora Nov 4 

Sreav, MatTHew Wricut, Mirfield, York, Grocer Dews- 
bury Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 

Tuomas, Buapyey, Stafford, General Draper Stafford 
P.tOct 2 Ord Nova 

Tuomas, James, Carmarihen, Butcher Ca:marthen Pet 
Nov4 Ord Nové 

Torvett, Tuomas Witiiam, — Hants, Grocer 
Portsmouth Pet Nov4 Ord Nové 

Trico, Epwazp Lewis, i, Hants, Baker Ports 
mouth Pes Nov3 Ord Novs 

Trieos, Gzonce Cooxs, Cheltenham, Furniture Remover 
Cheltenham Petuctilv Pet Nov 3 

Vanier, Joszra Crowrnen, Oldham, General Contractor 
Olébam Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 

Wren, Davin Baxpoirn, ——— Berke, Fatmer Oxford 
ret 17 Ord Nov 4 

Wuers, Tuomas, Forest Gate, Baker High Court Pet 
Nov4 Ord Sové 

Wuitaxen, Many Ans, Morecambe, Boarding house 
Keeper 


Preston Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 3 
Wurrn, oreruxs, Shirley, Southampton, Grocer South- 


emptou Pes Nuv4 Ord Nov 3 
Wredei., Jomatuas, Hicketon, ne Rotherham, Yorks, 
Statwm Master Pet hov6 Ord Nov6 
Wiepssu, Jon» Eicnenp, Chiseldon, Wilts, 


Hodson, 
Brewer's Agest Bwiocon Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 


Amendrd notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Uct SL: 





Wiiisams, Witisam avan, © New- 
port,Won PaOanw Of Ot 2 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 
Mittisotom, Joun, LAncotn, Watchmaker Lincoln A4jad 


May Z, ‘oot annul Oct 14, 19% 
London Gasttta.—Tonavar, Mov 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Ain, Tunis, Birmingham, Commissdon Agent Birmingham 





Pet Mov7 Ord Bov7 


Hargis, Harry, and AsrganamM Harris, Hightown, Man-, 
cb Ord 


con, 3B Nepu, Flint, Miner Walsall Pet Nov 4 Om 


CANNER, — Nuneaton, Warwick, Auetioneer 
entry Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5 
Cox, Atrrgep CHaries, Cakemore, 


Worcester, Brewe 


D arb Pet J ov4 Ord Nov4 - En 
URTNALL, ILLIAM Reading, Consulting ginee 
igh Gourt Pet Aug 22 Ord Nov8 


Evans, Toomas Epwarp, Waunwen, —— Colliery 
Clerk Swantea Pet Nov o Ord N 

Hatsom, Eryest Croiu. Brixton, ia "Stationer High 
Court Pet Oct15 Ord Nov7 

maw * — Bedford, Tobacconist Bedford Pet No 

ov7 

Hawxrys, Freprriok Joux, Hyde, Cheshire, —9— 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 

Hoaesar, Frepesick, — _ Comassion Agent 
Leicester Pet Nov6 Ord Ni 

Jackson, Emanust Tom, Bridgton, Gardener Sog. 
borough PetNov7 Ord N 


Lacus, 4, Whitechapel, Saree Dealer Liverpool P¢ 
— Ord Nov7 

Lampert, ALBEBT Maurice, Sydenham Greenwich Pg 
Nov7 Ord Nov7 


Lancety, Grorcs, Frodsham, Sine, Farmer Warring. 
ton Pet Nov8 Ord Nov 

Pickiss, Ann, Roundhay, or — Wheelwright Leen 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Nov7 

PritcuarD, Tuomas Barnes 8t Asaph, Flint, Publica 
Bangor Pet Nov 5 Ord Nov5 

—— — Aldridge, Staffs, Farmer Walsall Pe 

Nov 6 rd Nov 6 

BorrTiye, — Axx, and Eurty Mipwoop H 
Confectioners York Pet Nov8 Ord Nov8 

Scorr, Sypney, Devonport, Undertaker Plymouth Pe 
Oct 27 Ord Nové 

SurTH. MaipEns, Friskney, Lines, Potato Merchant Bostoa 
Pet Nové Ord Ni 

Txompsox, H Sener, * pl, 8t James’s High Com 
Pet 8-pt 17 Ord Nov 

Turyer, Emmanvet, Saltburn bv the Sen, Yorks, Joiner 
Middlesbrough Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 

Wanp, J R, Bridge rd, Battersea, Builder Wandsworth 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Nové 

Ware, WILiiAm Kistymocnide, Linen Draper Nor 
allerton Pet Nov6é Ord N 

Wess, Stantey ARTHUR, Mincing Broker High Court 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Nové 

Witson, CHar.zs, Chiswick, Builder Brentfnd Pe 
Sept 27 Ord Nov7 


Amended notice substituted for that ae in the 
London Gazette of Oct 28 


Green, Cuagtes Epwarp and Epcar Armitaae, Knowl, 
Mirfield, — Greengrocers Dewsbury Pet Oct % 
2 


OBDERS RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Cuitp, Gzorce James. Davenant rd. Upper Holloway 
High Court Res Ord Sept 1,1992 Resc Nov 4, 1902 

Dewarz Davin Ersxiyz, Cosham, Hants, Lieut Col Porte 
mouth Kec Ord May 28, 1902 Rese Sept 1, 1902 


FIBST MEETINGS. 


Axncuer, H, Wandsworth, Builder Nov 19 at 11 17%, 
Uorporation st, Birmingham 

Ba.suaw, Percy, Preston, Children’s Outfitter Nov 19 at 
11 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Bortine, ALIcE Any, and Emmy Mipwoop, Hai 
Confecti mers Nov 24 at 12.30 Off Rec, The 
House, York 

Bovurcuigr, Mary Jane, and Avice Bounrcuier, 8t Dun 
stan’s hill, Wine Merchants Nov 30at1:3) 24, Bail 
way app, London Bridge 

Beem, GILBERT, — Glos, — Nov 19 a 

130 Off Rec, 24. Baldwin st. B 

mR. 2... Joun Lewis, Harrop en — in 
dendale, Chester, Warehouseman Nov 19 at 3 
Reo, Byrom st, Manchester 

Crocker. HARRY Gopparp, ating, Butcher Nov 20at 
12 Queen’s Hotel, Readi 

Cross, Wittiam. Preston, Licensed Victualler Nov 20st 
1030 Off Kec, 85, Victoria st, Liv 

Davis, Caaries yy Lowestoft, Carpenter Nov 21 
at 12 Off Rec 8, Kiog st, Norwich 

Garpnes, — Preston, Saddler Novidat11.30 Of 
Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Grauam, Hecror, Hay Mis, “Worcester, Tailor Nov 19 @ 
12 174, Corporation st, birmiogham 

Haxpwicxe, Wituiam, Ramegate, Hotel Keeper Nov 2 
at® Off Rec, 68, Jastie et, Canterbury 

Hasnis, Garry, and Apranam Hanns, Hightown, 
Ms: ter, Jewellers Nov 19 at2.80 Off Rec, Byrom 


st, Maachester 
Harsaway, Anruurn Hecron, Sparkbrook, Wo cester, 
174, Corporation st, 


‘Lubacconist Nov 27 at 12 
Birmingham 

Hawkins Fueveniox Joun, Hyde, Cheshire, Wheelwright 
Nov 19 «t830 Otl Keo, Byrom st, Manchester 

Hvucugs, Janes Neweur, Birkdale, Lancs, Coal Merchamt 
Nov 19at2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Levina, Heimann, Leomark st, og bn Fine Art Pablishet 
Nov %atll Bankruptcy Utes, Coney t 

Lowny, Cuanies AuMu. o— = Diaper Nov 21at 
ll 174, Corp ration #' rminghem 

Masary, Joun Longton, Biter ey what The North 
stafford Hotel, Stoke upon Trent 

MTom nuit, Josuen, Southsea, 28 Nov 19 at 3 Of 

c, Cambridge junc, High st, Portemouth 
*— sere, Hensenr, Castleford, — oemenee Nov 


at il Off Keo, 6, Bond ter, Wi 
Nic * son, ALO, Leicester, Leather Merchant Nov 15 a 
2.30 Off Keo, 1, Berridge st at, Leicester 
J — nton, Todscconiet Nov lsatil Off Ree, 
4, Pay 
Perry, Gnouon Janne, J Tailor Nov 18 at @ 


1. Bt Aldates, Oxtord 








Parsirs, Witiiam, Bt Austell, Cornwall, Cooper Nov # 
atis Off Kec, Boscawen st, Traro 
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Sreap, MaTTHEW WRiGHT, Mirfie!d, — Cae Nov ee Hecror, Fee . Worcester, Wares Axx, Proprietress Birmingham 


Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Ba‘ 
ros 8, Carmarthen, ———— Nor 10 at 11 Off 
Reo, 4 


= 8 P. Park p * St Ji Nov 24 at 12 
. coTT, Par! ames’s Noy a! 
TuOMPsON, | 


TorEv = r FROMAS w — Southsea, Grocer Nov 18 at 
4 Off Bes, — — * at, ath 
Trice, Epwaxp Lewis, ts, Baker Nov 18 
at 8 Off Kee, Cambridge junc, igh st, Portsmouth 
Ween, —— ARTHUR, Minciog In, Broker Novy 21 at 1 
kkruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


— Henny Jouy, Leeds, Commission Agent Nov 

18atil Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Biecu, Nzpui, Flint, Stafford, Miner Walsall Pet Nov 4 
Ord Nov 4 

BorrinG, Axion Ayn, avd Emiy Mipwoop, Harrogate, 
Confectioners York Pet Nov8 Ord Nov8& 

Canygk, HeRsert. Nuneaton, Warwick, Auctionrer 
Coventry Pet Nov6 Ora Nov5 

Gaven, NaTHANrEL, Ipswich Ipswich PetjOct 6 Ord 
Nov 8 

Epuonpson, Ricuarp, Middle Temple i, Tole Barrister 

at Law High Court Pet Sept 25 

— CHALovER CuuTE, Richmond Wandsworth Pet 
sept1é Ord Nov 8 

Eruenixcton, Wi.u1am, Wimbledon, Ladies’ Tailor 

ston, Surrey Pet Nov4 Ord Nov8s 

Evans, Tuomas Epwarp, Weunwen, Swansea, Colliery 
Cierk swansea Pet Nov8 Ord Nov8 

FizeTwoop, Wi.iam, Sparkhiil, Worcester, Manager 
Birmingham Pet Oct 81 Ord Nov 


8 
Masvsy, Tausot, Bedford, Tobacconist Bedford Pet Nov 
Ord Nov 7 


Birmingham Pet Ost 28 Ord Nov 7 
Hawkins, Frepezicx Jouy, Hs de, Cheshire. “Wheelwright 
ashton under Lyne Pet Nov 4 Ord 
Agent 


Hoceas, Frepenickx, 
Letcester Pet Nov 6 Ord Nov 6 
Isuzrwoop, THomas, Dawley, Salop Madeley Pet Oct 6 
Ord Nov 6 
Gardener Scar- 


Jonrs, Jony, ie er, loi Merchants’ Agent 
Leicester Oct 9 Ord Nov5 

LamBert, — —— Sydenham Greenwich Pct 
Nov7 Nov7 

Lanceey, Gzorcs, Frodsham, Chester, Farmer Warring- 
ton Pet Nov8 Ord Nov8 

"Bet Oct 18 ¢ CLARKSON, Builder Preston 


B, Aldridge, Staffs, Farmer Walsall Pet 
ov 6 Oed Blov é * 


Saxon, Gzorce — Beach, Littlehampton, Accountant 
High Court Pet Sept 25 Ord Nové 

Sxinngr, CHARLES Watchmaker Sheffield Pet 
Oct6 Ord Nov 6 

— Ly Erin, Lines, Potato Merchant Boston 





— — Syorey, Brook st High Court Pet 
Halesowen, 
brdge Pet Oct26 Ord Nov 8 
TURNER, ante 8a) the Sea, — Builder 
Brighton Pet ‘Sept 7 Ord Oct 17 


N 

Warson, Josera —— * Btock Jobber 
High Court Pet on bids, 

Wixsox, Tuomas Joux, Sidenee or Manchester Salford 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Nov8 


a ANNULLED A= RECEIVING 
RDER RESCINDED 


Browse. G. Masson jun, Guy’s Hospital. 
tudent Court Ree Ord 1899 od 
ian un tee” ee hen ov ee “adie 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Souicirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 53s., 
post-free (53 Nos. 1902-3). Soxicrrors’ 
JOURNAL only, 26s. 6d. ; Country, 28s. 6d. ; 
Foreign, 31s. WEsKLY REPORTER, in 
— 26s. 6d.; Country or Foreign, 





Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 








NOW READY. 


69th Year of Publication 


THE 


SOLICITORS 
DIARY, 


ALMANAC, 


LEGAL DIGEST, & DIRECTORY 
FOR 
1908. 
This old- established and important 
Annual is now universally recognized 
as the most useful 
LEGAL AND COMPREHENSIVE DIARY 

ever published. 


Prices, 3s. 6d., 58.. 6s., & Ss. 6d., 
A to Diary Space and Binding ; and in the 5s., 6s., 
and . Editions there will be the additional features 
of a PAGED DIARY and an INDEX to same, and the 
8. 6d. Edition is now arranged with each day’s Diary com- 


WATERLOW & SONS, 


LIMITED, 
LONDON WALL, LONDON. 











‘ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E., 


NEEDS HELP. 
J. @ WAINWRIGHT, Treasurer. 


L A W. — General po ag et 
Advertiser (24); a4) ; Engroseing, Cop ‘Pane, Tyla 
; kno 








Tomins, er ~T IAB, 
urt Pet Oct 81 Ord Nov 7 —8 
Atburn 
Uzzetn, Harve Sussex, Hotel Proprietor 
LIMITED. 


May 13 Ord Nov7 
Worcester, Miner Stour- 
Tomxins, Tomas, 
Pet Nov é7 Ord Nov 


- PARTRIDGE & COOPER 


THE WHEEL COPYING PRESS 


In all Sizes and Qualities. Prices from 25/- each. 


This Press is much easier to handle than the | 


ordinary Beam Press. 


Illustrated Catalogu Post Free 


OFFICE SUPPLY DEPARTMENT L. &., 
1 and 2, CHANCERY LANE, E.C. 


OLICITOR (B.A., Oxon.), admitted 1897, 
; eight years *— 














ARTNERSHIP Wanted, London or 


NOW READY. 


LEGAL DIARY 
- ALMANAC 


1903. 


CONTAINING 


Complete Legal Directory 


GEngtand and Wates. 


List of Counsel, Solicitors, Commis- 
_ sioners for Oaths, and Law Agents 
acting for Foreign Parts. 


| Recognized everywhere as the Best and 
Most Comprehensive Diary for Solicitors 
and Barristers. 





| 
| 





| Catone BO Re he Gs., and Ss, 64., 
— — — tose 


WATERLOW BROS. & LAYTON, LIM., 


24 & 25. BIRCHIN LANE. EC 





Country, by with £1,500 to £2,000.— 
Principals apply , Le O, P., Horacastie’s, 61, 
Cheapside. 

M CLERK (30 Wik ente — 

Desires * ent, or = gots undertake ee | 

cular moderate App, — 221, Seuth Lambeth- 
. 8 





SOLICITORS and Others.—Will any- 
one having 0 Wil mode by the late James Extra, of 
QGun-equare Soundaditeh, —J Brook yoy Woodford, 








wledge 0 oy 
rg or country; moderate salary; — ge | or any Deeds or ts belongirg 
as 2 v., * ine, kindly communicate with Pranv & Sox, 23, Budge-+ow, — 
Lyneham ———— wi, are of Mx. Vockine, | Conmon-strest, MO. ? 
OLICITOR (27), admitted August, 1899, | [ F ae Personal Re tatives of Thomas | 
¥ B.C, and Bush Bill 
G>, with hon te bes a) ee. ae hy Lame me a Eénouton wh og who ded oe the Mth and those of 
minied a erk? — in Conpigensing ‘and Ohaneery, Thomas ny of 94, Lime-atreet, B C., who died 
snd with knowledge of Common Law, Company, and the | aout 1 eh Oe Communicate with Messre, Barrrax, 
Tian--appiy, Bon e00,'" Bolicitors” Journal” Offee, wt — Faience, ag 
eles ) . 9 
: » W.0, ' .O,, they may hear BRA - V4 


Ww ANTED, iwmediately, by a well-known 
of London @ young oa 
R— —— — 
— ——— Law Stationam, 5? La 
ane, 
Mo —22——82 firm of 22 
——— seh Ts, Tint Times” 5 Ls ge 
PRE ST. GILES CARIStTIAN MISSION, 
s ANNUAL SU 
| Barnestly SOLICITS aNNUAL SUBSCRIPTIONS and 





A 
» | IT3 WORK I8 CONSCANTLY COMMENDED 


, Bankers —Meaars, Pee A Lombard-ctrent, BC. 
re J 

any information can de obtaiped from, and contridubens 
"can be sent to the 


. WHEATLEY, 
; 4, Ampton-street, Regent-equare, London, W.C. 
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— 


— of £200 Wanted, at moderate 
on £300 Contract for Sale of a Business 


rterly instalments ; would Sell the Contract 
paleo aes for £290 —Box 698, care of * Solicitors’ 


Journal” Office. 27, Chancery-lane, 





LAX COSTS in all departments Drawn and 
— from papers or otherwise. for Delivery or 
; moderate terms : exoverienced draftsman, hola 
ing ing bigest te testimonials: London and Provinces.—Lrx 
& Son, 81, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


ADAME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 

— AGENCY (Established 1889). 199 and 141, 

Regent-street, ~ Resident, Daily, and Visiting Gover- 

esses, Lady pat and Teachers, Répétitrices, 

Chaperons, Companions, Lady Housekeepers (English and 

—— —3 for British Isles and Abroad; Schools 
ucational Homes recommended, 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOME. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, oe the Act and privately. 


Yor Terma fe apply to 
¥ ae HOGG, M.B.C.8., &c., 
Medical Superintendent. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A.. 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. i 
and Medical Ref 
ly Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
may tie Appress: ** MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


THE INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 
UNDER ENTIRELY NEW MANAGEMENT. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from Inebriety 
— Abuse of Drugs. In a most salubrious, picturesque, 
and secluded part of the country, 14 hours from Liverpool- 
street, over 400 feet above sea-level; 10} acres = we unis. 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. Electric lig through- 
out. Healthy — and recreation. —3 
Poultry Farm, ening, Cricket, Tennis, Billiards, 
Dark Room for Photography, &c. Patients may enter 
under the Acts or privately. — 1} to 3 Guineas. 




















Apply to 
Rausiwext Mepicat Surexixtenpent or SECRETARY. 
INSURES? OFFICE. 
ded 1710. 
LAW COURTS } BRANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
SUM INSURED EXCEEDS £460,000,000. 
— HALL. —Haghets Home of 
Established 29 years, Lessee and Manager, 
Mr. is ASKELYNE. 
“io Daily, at 3 and 8 
The Premier Magical Entertainment of ‘tne World. 
Inimitable, —— unique, 

The ¢ will include the famous magical Romance, 
THE D FAKIR, in which Mr Maskelyne 3 
bis entire company will ap — 

New Wonders. By Herr Valadon. 
aæul Games of Animated Photography, including | the fiaest 
and most interesting p of the « 
and numbered seats, * and 3s. Unreserved 


seats, 2s. ‘The best balcony in London, 1s 8. Children under 
12 half-price. 


BRAND & CO’S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


Prepared from tinest ENGLISH MEATS 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e., 


Of ali Chemists and Grocers. 


LTD., MAYPAIR, W., & MAVPATR 
DOR, 8.W. 








BRAED & CO., 
WORKS, VAUXHALL, LON 








SYSTEM OF 








Ou Enervz anp Hatrizip Pomp. 


MERRYWEATHERS' 


: Reports Prepared, 


WATER SUPPLY 
to ESTATES, &c. 





Water Found, 
Pumps Fixed. 





Write for Pamphlet. 


FIRE PROTECTION 


On up-to-date Principles. 





ELECTRIC LIGHTING 


on Merryweathers’ Safe System. 








MERRYWEATHERS, 
68, LONG ACRE, 


LONDON, W.C. 











BAYLISS 
J Manufacturers of 


IRON 
AND WIRE 


re — * 


LIMITED, 












































— 


RA 


NDS-OF Hurotes. Fewer 


~ ROUND-BAR 
SELF-ADJUSTING 


Comonlete List Fri 


LONDON OFFIGES AND SHOW ROOMS 





VICTORIA. WORKS, WOLVERHAMPTON. 


139 & 141, CANNON STREET, E.C. 








LING." 


Cares. &c.,. Free 


GATES, 


TREE- 
GUARDS, &c. 











(z=. .—Suite of Three Offices to be 

Let (second floor) in Law Land Company’s building, 

— Strand ; lift, &c -Apply, by letter, 8., care 
Street’s, Berle-street, wc. 


QBARE . of OFFICES, on first floor, close to 
Lincoln’s-inn- fields Offered by a Solicitor to another 

Solicitor, an inclusive charge for rent, gas, coals, &c,— 

- ree, ALPHA, ** Solicitors’ Seamed” Office, 27 , Chancery- 
ne, 











S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


EASEHOLD GROUND - RENTs. — 
Several — ye for —o * nent Se — 
— ay over cent. (over ety y 
oa ; ae f-year’s oa will be paid as commission or 
law ccsts.—Particulars of Owner, Chas. Tayler & Co.’s 
Advertisement Offices, 154-157, Fieet-street, B.C. 


FFICE to Let on First Floor, immedi- 
ately oppovite Enfield Town Railway Station ; fine 
— . * —S rent 10s. 2 
week.—Apply, ITE NS, 
bridge Heath, N.E. 











>... Le Ly. f 
—— PATENT HYGIENIC 
YPHON”’ 
TOVES. 


NO FLUE REQUIRED. 


NO SMOKE. NO SwELL 


NO DIRT OR TROUBLE. 


Supplied to H.M. The King. 
Of all lronmongers, Stores, and Gas 
Co.’s, or of S, Clark & Co., Makers, 
Compton Works, High bury, N. 
Sbowrooms: 58, Holborn Viaduct, B.c. 

















Feepeaeras? 


